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ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE. 


INCORPORATED A.D. 1720. 
FOR SEA, FIRE, LIFE AND ANNUITIES. 
CHIEF OFFICE: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON. 
Foxps, £4,000,000. Crams Par, £387,000,000. 
FIRE. 
4 INSURANCES ARE GRANTED AGAINST LOSS OR DAMAGE BY FIRE on 
. PROPERTY of almost every description, at Moderate Rates. 
: LIFE. 
| , » DEATH DUTY POLICIES--Payment Direct to Revenue Authorities before grant 
| "BONUS YEAR, 1806—To secure Maximum Profits, Policies should be effected 
” Pefore Sist DECEMBER, 1894. 
E Apply for Full Prospectus to 
E. RB. HANDOOCK, Secretary. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS. 


In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of 

LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
€ L088 OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 
| Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
| THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


HEARTS OF OAK BENEFIT SOCIETY, 


17, CHARLOTTE STREET, FITZROY SQUARE, W. 
Established 1842. 








ol 





Income for 1894 i .. about £480,000 
Amount paid for Claims since establishment... about £3,640,000 


| __‘The Society is to Invest in the Purchase of Freehold Ground-Rents, and to 
_ taake Advances on of Freehold Properties, Municipal and other Loans. 
: THOS. W. GALLOWAY, Secretary. 


SHIPPING PROPERTY. 


IMPORTANT TO INVESTORS THEREIN. 
C, W. KELLOCK & CO. 


(Cc. W. Ketiroce, W. W. Netsox Cammron), 
a Established over Half a ‘ 
3 ing ¢ WATER STREET, LIVERPOOL. @ 
s SAREE of OR closes of SHIFTING et ag S Vesepaszente Se Bebate, 
ae verage, » &c. Brokers for Sale Shipping 
Pier a ee : 

— SALES AUCTION IN OWN SALEROOM. 


4 LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
: SOCIETY. 


ESTABLISHED OVER HALF A CENTURY. 
FLEET STREET, LONDON. 


FREE, 
SIMPLE, 
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SECURE, 


x TOTAL ASSETS, /£2,831,000. INCOME, £319,000. 


Z The Yearly New Business exceeds ONE MILLION. 
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Cases Reported this Week. 














CURRENT TOPICS. 


Dvurine THE present week the Lord Chancellor has given 
assistance in Court of Appeal No. 2, so as to form a court 
three judges to hear Chancery final a and at 
time Guesn’s Bench final appeals have heard in 
Appeal No. 1. 


Mr. Justice Romer, who has resumed his judicial duties a 
an absence of some days through illness, was 
Wednesday last in dis of a long list of winding-up matters 
for Mr. Justice Vavenan WILLIAMS. 








THE FOLLOWING are the names and dates of call to the bar of 
the new Queen’s Counsel :—Mr. Louis Appmy Kzrsnaw, 1872, 
North-Eastern Oircuit, resident at Leeds; Mr. Rionarp 
Bramwxit Davis, 1873, Chancery Bar; and Mr. Tuomas Rots 
Wanrrineron, 1875, Ohancery Bar. 
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not only from a decision of the commissioners with respect to 


the repayment of excess of duty, bat alee oan cower fave 
i}, elim by them to uty. Some improvements in ® 
been made, and a few substantial alterations. ll affidavits 


are to be filed in the Queen’s Remembrancer’s t, 
6 case where on is 


on 
e@ Chancery Division being omitted. Ia, administering intes- 
gatories and obtaining discovery and inspection of doe 











w g 
in al on the footing of an ordinary suitor. 
Which applied to appeals to the Court of Appeal under the 
Finance Act the ordinary procedure in appeals from interlocu- 
tory judgments is omitted, and no corresponding provision is 
introduced. Doubtless this will be provided for in the per- 
manent rules. 





We rar also a rule similarly certified as urgent, and there- 
fore provisional only, by which the Rules of 1883 for the tri 

nici election petitions are applied to petitions to he 

3 Government 





















We notice elsewhere some of the provisions of the draft 
Rules of Oourt as to Supreme Oourt Funds. We may add here 
that the —— alteration proposed to be made, contained in 
the rule which is to be rule 12 of order 22, imposes a fresh burden 


m lodgi 


on suitors by requiring every persor money in—eourt 


under_an order to forthwith give notice prepaid letter | po 
to the solicitor of the ere 


through the post, ose appli- 
cation the was made, or to such persun if he has no soli- 
citor, or, if the order was made on his own application, to 
the solicitors of the other parties appearing thereon, or 
such other parties if they have no solicitors. It has been 
required to lodge money in court 
forthe party entitled to enforce the order to inquire at 


the Paymaster’s office, and if an to procure a cer- 
// tificate of non-payment. oss the absence o @ notice | Pe 


required by the proposed rule is to be substituted for the cer- 


tificate ofnon-payment, the value of the proposal is not apparent, 
and if such substitution is intended, the a of quécleg the 
absence of notive will be greater than ‘that of procuring the 
pn Po, Senge of practice pot in the pro 

ap absolutely unnecessary, and likely to give rise to 
teshaiecl cbisitions and small difficulties which hoe hitherto 
notarisen. Perhaps some of our readers can suggest any exist- 
ing difficulty at which the new proposal is pointed; and it 
would ‘be convenient to know how it is intended to apply to a 
payment into court undera chief clerk’s schedule, which pay- 
ment isnot directed by any order. The new rule which is to a 
wubstituted for rule 14 of the orders to be annulled, and is to be 
128 of order 22, while continuing the ision that when an 
—— ion is made to deal with dormant funds amounting to 

‘or upwards in value, a copy of the petition, &c., shall, 
unless otherwise directed by the court, be served on the official 
solicitor, ‘omits the concluding words of rule 14, which give 
the official solicitor ‘‘liberty to appear and attend thereon.” 
Possibly, however, the words are unn , as it would bea 
simple to give notice to one not entitled to intervene. 





Two apPpiications have been made during this week, under 
section 1 of the Supreme Court of Judicature (Procedure) Act, 
1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 16), for-leave to appeal from decisions of 
Mr. Justice Nortu, and in each case comment was made on the 
Yact that no rules of court have as yet been made for the pur- 
‘poses of that section. As our readers may remember, the 
section provides that ‘‘ no appeal shall lie [inter alia} (+) without 
the leave of the judge or of the Court of Appeal from any inter- 
locutory order or interlocutory judgment made or given by a 
judge,” except in five specified cases, to which is adided : (vi.) 
“Buch other cases, to be prescribed by rules of court, as may, in 
‘the Opinion of the authority for making such rules, be of the 

of final decisions.” And, by sub-section (6) : “‘ An appli- 





cation for leave to appeal may be made ez 
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or otherwise, ag . 


may be prescribed by rules of court.” In the cases to which © 


we refer the application for leave was made ex parte. In the 
first, O’ Meara v. The Santa Fé Land Co., the application was made 
on Tuesday to Mr. Justice Norrx himself. By the judgment at 
the trial of the action certain inquiries were directed, and, in 
prmes J out those inquiries in chambers, some questions of 
princip e arose, which were referred by the chief clerk to the 


judge. The plaintiff desired to appeal against the decision of 


the judge upon two of those questions. Mr. Justice Nortg 
gave leave to appesl, saying that he thought his decision was in 
the nature of a one, because, though it would still be o 
to the — to epply to vary the chief clerk’s certificate w 
it had been made, he should not hear them again on the points 
on which he had already a his opinion. And he did not 
think the case was one in which he ought to require the plaintiff 
to serve the other parties. In the second case, Re Abdy, the appli- 
cation for leave was made on Wednesday to the Court of Ap 
The action was acy me by a plaintiff, who claimed to 
creditor of a testator, for the administration of his estate. The 
validity of her claim was contested, and, before the chief clerk 
had made his certificate of debts, Mr. Justice Norru, after 
hearing the — . held the a claim, and 
ve costs against the residuary tee. e residuary legates 
esired to appeal, and there appeared to be some doubt whether 
the decision was in the nature of a final one, or whether it was 
an interlocutory order or an interlocutory judgment. It was 
stated that if the plaintiff's claim were valid the estate would be 
insolvent. The court, without deciding whether the decision 
was interlocutory or final, gave leave to appeal, saying that the 
int was an important one. These py gana afford a fresh 
illustration of the inconvenience of the present system of 
passing Acts of Parliament the material provisions of which are 
to be supplemented and worked out by means of rules of court, 
without, at the same time, taking care that the Act shall not 
come into operation until the rules have been made. Great 
inconvenience must often result from this system, even assuming, 
which may well be doubted, that it is right in principle to dele- 
gate what is, in substance, the power of legislation to those 
rsons to whom the duty of carrying out in detail the provi- 
sions of an Act may well be entrusted. The distinction 1s, we 
think, a very important one ; but in the present condition of the 
House of Commons we fear it is not very probable that it will 
receive attention. 


. 





THE LATITUDE of construction which is permissible in deali 
with words occurring in a will is illustrated by the judgment 
Srreuine, J., in Basset v. St. Levan (43 W. R. 165). Undera 
settlement dated in 1854 and a will dated in 1859 a manor 
and certain estates in Oornwall were settled upon A. as 
tenant for life, and upon his son B. as tenant in tail in re 
mainder. A., who died in 1888, by his will, dated in the same 
year, gave all the residue of his real and personal estate to B. 
on condition that he would, within a specified time, disen 


and resettle ‘‘the said manor and estates and all other estates © 
and hereditaments then subject to the limitations” of the _ 


settlement and will. 
of the settled land ; and, there being also a large sum of money 
in the hands of the settlement trustees liable to be invested in 
the purchase of lands to be settled according to the uses of the 
settlement, he also barred the quasi-entail in the money. The 
uestion was then raised whether he was bound to bring into 
e resettlement, not only the settled lands, but also the money 
subject to the settlement, as being included in the words ‘‘all other 
estates and hereditaments” in A.’s will. The ordi meaning 
of the word “hereditament” is well known. ‘“‘ Whatsoever 
rs | be inherited is a hereditament, be it corporeal or inco 
real or personal, or mixed (Co. Litt. 64; and see Challis, 
Property, 2nd ed., p. 43). And had Srieuine, J., applied to it 
the same strict treatment that was accorded to “seisin” im 
Leach v. Jay (9 Oh. D, 42) the money would have been 
+ agg excluded from the resettlement. ‘‘Seisin,” said 
ames, L.J., in that case, ‘has acquired no other meaning 
than its technical meaning, it has never into ordinary use. 
If by “ ordinary use” is meant ‘pop 


B. duly executed a disentailing assurance — 


use,” it would be — 
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} s00n as, by a judgment of the court, the as been 
declared tO be not recoverable; and in Hunt v. gnham 
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wrong to say that the word ‘‘hereditament”’ satisfies this test, | 
so as to deserve different usage from ‘‘seisin.” But perhaps 
it may be regarded as somewhat less technical than ‘‘seisio,” 
and Srieuine, J., held that he was not bound to apply to it the 
principle of construction in Leach vy. Jay. Moreover, he re- 
garded the effect of the will as somewhat extended hy tho! 
inclusion of ‘‘ estates” in the phrase “all other estates and 
hereditaments,”” and weight was given to the consideration 
that, since the money was subject to a trust for investment in 
Jand, it might be considered as land, and therefore also as a 
horeditament (cf. Re Duke of Cleveland's Settled Hetates, 1893, 
3 Ch. 244). Consequently, it was ordered that to secure 
compliance with A,’s will the money must be included in the | 
resettlement. 








In A cASE Of Zhe Industrial and General Trust (Limited) v. David 
Martineau & Co. (Limited), before Mr. Justice Nort on Friday 
in last week, the learned judge, in the first instance, expressed 
some doubt whether the writ in the action had been properly 
served upon the defendant company by sending it through the 
post in the manner prescribed by section 62 of the Companies 





Act, 1862, which provides that ‘‘ any summons, notice, order, or 
other document required to be al upon th be 


Any, may 












office. Supreme Court 
provides that, “in the absence of any statutory provision regu- 
ating service of process, every writ of summons issued against 
a corporation aggregate may be served on the mayor or other 
head officer, or on the town clerk, clerk, treasurer, or secretary 
of such corporation ; and where by any statute pro- 
vision is made for service of any writ of summons, bill, 
petition, summons, or other process upon any corporation, 
or upon any society or fellowship, or any body or number 
of .persons, whether corporate or unincorporate, every writ of 
summons may be served in the manner éo provided.” In White 
v. Land pul Water Co. (W. N., 1883, p. 174) it was held by Mr. 
Justice FTELD that service of a writ of summons upon a com- 
pany by post was good under rule 7 of order 9 (which was in 
force before, and was repealed by, the Rules of the Supreme 
Court, 1833), though rule 7 did not contain the word ‘“ sum- 
mons” after the word “ petition,” as the rule 8 now in force 
does. This view was confirmed by the judgment of Mr. 
Justice Srirtinc in Wood v. Anderson Foundry Co, (86 W. R. 
918), in which, while he held that service of a writ by a letter 
sent through the post addressed to a company at their registered 
offices in Scotland was not good service, because leave had not 
been obtained to serve the writ out of the jurisdiction, yet he 
apparently assumed that the service would have been good at a 
registered office within the jurisdiction. Upon the attention of 
Mr. Justice Nort being called to these cases, he held that the 
service of the writ in the case before him was good. It seems 
strange that any doubt should have been felt about it. 


In THE CASE Of Budgelt v. Budgett (43 W. R. 167), Kexewron, 
J., has established a new distinction with regard to the payment 


of statute-barred debts by trustees. Upon principle 
are in the same position in this matter as 6 rs. n 
éxecutor, it is well settled, may pey a statute-barred debt, and 


none the less where he is himself the creditor (Hill v. Walker, 4 
K. & J, 166). The Limitation Act, 1623, simply bars the 
remedy, it does not extinguish the debt (Courtenay V. Witheans o 
ITars, p. 561), and it does not touch the moral duty to pay the 
debt in cases where the existence of the debt is admitted. Au 
executor or trustee who complies with this moral duty before 
any intervention by the court or by a beneficiary will have the 


payment allowed him in his accounts against the estate or trust 
property. But it was decided in Midgley v. Midgley (41 W. R. 








may insist 





upon the plea of the statute being set’ up. But in those 
cases the oBta were debts owing Dy @ testator, and not 


debts incurred by executors or trustees. In Budgelt v. 
Budgett the debts were the debts of trustees, and Kuxewicr, 
J., made this a ground for distinguishing the case. The ques- 
tion was raised with regard to statute-barred costs incurred by 
the trustees, part of which the trustees had paid, and part of 
which they preposed to pay. There was no ground, of course, 
for disallowing the costs which had been already paid, and 


Kexewics, J., held, further, that the trustees were entitled to 
yay: erhaps it wo ifieu. justify on principle the 

istinction between debts incurred by the testator and debts 
incurred by executors or trustees. In each case the executor 
or trustee desires to pay money in satisfaction of a moral claim 
when the claim sailed not be enforced by action, and desires to 
do this in spite of the opposition of the beneficiary out of whose 
pocket the money isto come. It seems to be much the same | 
whether the executor or trustee is satisfying his own conscience 
or is performing a duty on behalf of a deceased person. Clearly, 
however, the result of the decision is equitable. 





A CORRESPONDENT writes us on a point as to which frequent 
disputes occur between vendors and purchasers of leasehold 
property. Does a covenant in a lease that the lessee, his execu- 
tors, administrators, and assigns, will not assign or underlet 
without consent, or will register all assignments and underleases 
with the lessor, apply to assignments of underleases made by 
way of mortgage or otherwise? In Williamson v. Willia 
(L. R. 9 Ch. App. 729, at p. 782) Lord Justice James said: 
‘‘T am clearly of opinion that the underlessee is in no way 
bound by the original stipulations as to assignment ia that 
lease. The words are, that the lessee, his executors, adminis- 
trators, or assigns, shall not do a certain thing. Beyond all 
question, that is a bargain between the lessor and the lessee, 
and does not extend to anything affecting the estate of the 
underlessee, between whom and the original lessor there is no 
privity whatever. There is no privity of contract and no 
right.” But in Zaywood v. Silber (30 Ch. D. 404) attention was 
called to the necessity of ascertaining in each case whether 
the covenant in the original lease contained anything 
shew that it was intended to apply to underlessees ; and on ¢ 
ground the case was distinguished from Williamson v, Willi 
son. Neither of these cases is a satisfactory authority, for 
both of thom the question arose on the construction of an agreé- 
ment to grant an underlease. The matter is, as we have said, 
often discussed, but, so far as we have hitherto been able to 
discover, there is no clear decision on the point. Thera is, no 
doubt, the decision in Williams vy. Farle (16 W. R, 1041, L. R. 3 
Q. B. 739) that a covenant not to assign without licence runs 
with the land ; and the statement of Marnew, J., in IZogg v. 
Brooks (14 Q. B. D., at p. 478), that a sub-lessee is not an 
“ assign’’ of the original lessor. We shall be glai if any of 
our readers can adduce any further authority, reported or 
unreported, on the question. 





In ovR OBSERVATIONS (ante, p. 175) upon the decision of 
Vavenan Witiiams and Kennepy, JJ., in Re Isaacson we 
omitted to mention that the decision was, on the TOT December 
last, affirmed by the Court of Ap (Lord Esuer, M.R., and 
Lorgs and Riesy, L.JJ.). They held, as the Divisional Court 
had held, that the assi j of the hir 


agreement relatiog to it, though comprised in one deed, were 
severable, and that consequently the 





was not void in toto 
by reason of its non-compliance with the Bills of Sale Acts, 
whatever might be the result as regarded the assignment of the 
piano itself. As the Master of the Rolls said, the assignment of 
the piano gave to the assignee the proprietary rights of the 
assignor, whereas the assignment of the benefit of the hire 
agreement passed to him the contractual rights created by that 


agreement. 








The intelligence during the week as to the condition of Lord Justice 
Kay has varied. He was at first reported to be still progressing favour- 
uently stated that he was not so 

is stated to be Sir James 


ably towards recovery ; but it was eu 
— Amongst the numerous daily 
aeon, 
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THE DRAFT RULES OF COURT AS TO SUPREME 
COURT FUNDS. 
Tae Supreme Court Funds Rules, 1894, to which we have 
already directed the attention of our readers, provide that all 
other rules and orders prescribing the mode of dealing with 
funds in court, and containing provisions inconsistent with the 
Rules of 1894, shall be revoked as from the Ist of January, 1895. 
The effect of this_provision_is_to_keep olive any rules the pro- 
visions of which are not inconsistent with the new rules. It is 
not easy t0 see why rules which are incorporated in what 
purports to be a complete code should still be retained. For 
example, the Funds Rules of August, 1884, August, 1887, 
, 1888, and December, 1893, are not only not inconsistent 
with the new rules, but their provisions are actually incorporated 
therein. We should have supposed that the more natural 
course in the case of a consolidating code would have been to 
repeal all previously existing rules the provisions of which are 
included in such code. The Chancery Funds Amended Orders, 
1874, indeed, stood in a different position, For whilst their 
provisions were not inconsistent with the Rules of 1894, the last- 
mentioned rules did not in terms incorporate such provisions. 

As we have already pointed out, it is proposed by the draft 
rules which have just been published, and which we printed in 
our last issue, to revoke the Chancery Funds Amended Orders, 

1874, the procedure prescribed thereby being incorporated in 
various orders of the Supreme Court. Having regard to the 
fact that we are promised at no distant date a general revision 
of the whole of the rules, we are disposed to think that we might 
have been spared for the present any further tinkering with our 
procedure. The proposed rules introduce but few changes in 
practice, and they might well have been left until such time asa 
new and complete code is launched. 

The 5th rule of the set, that dealing with the title to applica- 
tions under the Trustee Act, 1893, in regard to funds in court, 
would seem to set at rest a point of practice upon which there 
has been some diversity of opinion. The words of the rule, so 
far as material, are as follows: ‘‘ Application (sic) to deal with 
funds lodged in court under the Act, shall be intituled in the 
same manner as the affidavit or request on which the funds were 
lodged. All other applications. under the Act, not made ina 
pending cause or matter, shall be intituled in the matter of the 
trust (described so as to be distinguishable) and of the Act.” In 
the case of funds lodged under the provisions of the Legacy 
Duty Act or the Trustee Relief Acts, prior to the commencement 
of the Trustee Act, 1893, ought such application to be intituled 
as wellin the matter of the old as of the new Act? On this 
point we believe that there has been diversity of practice, and 
expense has been caused by amendments in the title insisted on 
by some of the chief clerks. The point is, perhaps, not one of 
great moment, but we imagine that under the new rule there 
will no longer be room for doubt. When the rule comes into 
operation, the short effect will, we submit, be this: an applica- 
tion dealing with funds lodged under the Act must be intituled 
in the manner prescribed by the Ist clause of the rule. Where 
any other application of any kind is made under the Act in any 
anges. cause or matter the old title will be retained, and it will 

© unnecessary to add thereto the Act of 1893. Where there is 
no pending cause or matter (and we suggest that there is none 
8 until some application has been made to the court with 
regard to the funds), the case will be governed by the 2nd 
clause of the rule, and the only Act necessary to be mentioned 
in the title will be the Trustee Act, 1893. 

The most important of the new rules is the 6th, which 
provides (inter alia) for the substitution in sub-section (d) of 
ord. 55, r. 134, for the words ‘‘ where the money or securities 
in court does or do not exceed £1,000 or £1,000 nominal 
value” of the words “‘coming within the provisions of rule 2 
of this order.” The new provision will set at rest a point on 
which the practice in the various chambers in the Chancery 
Division has not been uniform. Under the Consolidated 
General Orders of the Court of Chancery, applications in 
chambers dealing with funds paid into court under the Legacy 
Duty or Trustee Relief Acts were confined to cases where the 
funds did not exceed £300 cash or stock (C. 0. 35, r. 1 (2), (3)). 





(5) ). In a case of Re Coore (W.N., 1883, p. 169) Onrrry, J., 
held that an application for advancement of an infant out of 
moneys paid into court under the Logacy Duty Act must be by 
petition if the amount exceeded £1,000. And in Re Barker 
(W. N., 1884, p. 237) Pzansoy, J., preferred to make the order 
on motion in court, on the ground that it was doubtful if it 
could properly be made ia chambers under sub-section 1 of 
ord, 55, r. 2, On the other hand, in Re Broadwood (55 L. J. Ch. 
646), a case under the Trustee Relief Act, it was held that sub- 
section 5did not prevent the application of sub-section (1), and that 
a fund paid into court under the Trustee Relief Acts exceediag 
£1,000 might be dealt with in chambers whera the title depended 
only on proof of age. In this condition of the authorities practi- 
tioners were placed at a disadvantage, and naturally hesitated 
to incur the expense of a petition, whilst in some chambers 
where the fund exceeded £1,000 the chief clerks conceived that 
they were bound by the express provisions of sub-sections 4 and 
5, and refused to make orders in such cases on summons. The 
rules under the Trustee Act, 1893, repealed the two sub-sections 
to which we have referred (ord. 54d, r. 6), but rule 13¢ of order 
55 in express terms confined the power to deal in chambers 
with applications under the Act relating to funds in court to 
cases where the fund did not exceed £1,000. It is difficult to 
see how, at any rate, in the case of applications under t$ 
Legucy Duty Act or the corresponding provisions of the Trustee 
Act, 1893, it was possible to apply the provisions of sub-section 
1 of ord. 55, r. 2, where the fund exceeded £1,000, without 
making insensible sub-section 4 prior to 1893, or the provision 
introduced into rule 134 by the Rules of 1893. For, in all such 
cases, the title depends only on proof of age. At the same 
time, it has long beon felt that the limit was purely artificial, and 
not consistent with good sense. There is no more difficulty in 
providing for the payment out cf court of a legacy of £1,500 
than in dealing with one of £100, and the evidence in either case 
would be precisely the same. 

The new provision will remove all doubt or difficulty, and, if 
it should become a definitive rule, as there is no reason to 
suppose will not be the case, it will be impossible to suggest ia 
future that a fund already in court under the Legacy Duty or 
Trustee Acts, or hereafter to be brought into court under the 
Trustee Act, 1893, whatever the amount, cannot be dealt with in 
chambers, provided it can be shewn that the provisions of 
sub-section 1 of ord. 55, r. 2, are applicable to the case. ‘‘ For 
this relief, much thanks.” 


SETTLEMENT ESTATE DUTY. 
IIL. 


Resettlements.—The questions that arise on a resettlement are 

of very great difficulty. Suppose that by the original settlement 

land is settled on A. for life, with remainder, subject to a 

jointure for A.’s wife and portions for his younger children, on 

his eldest son B. in tail; and suppose that A. and B. concur in 

a resettlement under which B.’s estate tail is cut down to an 

estate for life with remainders over, the question arises, Is estate 

duty payable on the death of A. and also on the death of B.? 

It will be remembered that (section 5 (2) ) 

“If estate duty has already been paid in respect of any settled 
property ees the date ot the cpematib, the estate duty shall 
not payable in respect thereof until the death of a 

person who was at the time of his death, or had been at any 
time during the continuance of the settlement, competent to dis- 
pose of such property.” 

It will be observed that if duty is payable on the death of 

whichever of A. or B. dies first, duty will also be payable on the 

death of whichever of them dies last, unless 
(1) Duty has been paid ; 
(2) Both A. and B. take under the same settlement ; 
(3) The person last dying has not at any time during the 
continuance of the settlement been competent to dis- 
of the property. 

(1) There is some difficulty as to the meaning of “duty has 

been paid.” It is hardly conceivable that the question whether 

duty is to be paid on the second death depends upon whether 









The R. 8. C., 1883, raised the limit to £1,000 (ord. 55, r. 2 (4), 





the duty leviable on the first death has actually been paid, for d 
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the second death might occur immediately after the first death: 
If B. dies before A., and if any duty is payable on his death, it 
need not be paid till A.’s death (section 7 (6)), and possibly the 
words ‘‘has already been paid” may refer to the case where 
payment is made on B.’s death instead of being deferred to A.’s 
death. Probably “has already been paid” means “has 
already become payable,” but the question cannot be con- 
sidered to be free from doubt. 
(2) “Take under the same settlement.” 
‘The expression ‘ settlement’ means any instrument, whether re- 
lating to real property or personal property, which is a eettle- 
ment within the meaning of section 2 of the Settled Land Act, 
1882, or if it related to real property would be a settlement 
within the meaning of that section ’’ : section 22 (1) (i). 
“Settlement” is defined by the Settled Land Act, 1882, 
section 2, as 
** Any deed, will, agreement for a settlement, or other agreement, 
covenant to surrender, copy of court roll, Act of Parliament, or 
other instrument or any number of instruments . . . under or 
by virtue of which instrument or instruments any land, or any 
estate or interest in land, stands for the time being limited to or 
in trust for any persons by way of succession.”’ 


(8) ‘Competent to dispose of the property.” 

‘* A person shall be deemed competent to dispose of property if he 
has such an estate or interest therein or such general power as 
would, if he were sui juris, enable him to dispose of the property, 
including a tenant in tail, whether in possession or not’’: sec- 
tion 22 (2) (a). 

Whatever may be the meaning of this sub-section, it is 
obvious that, where a tenant in tail bars his estate tail, 
even if by the disentailing assurance he limits the property to 
uses under which he takes no interest, the very fact of his con- 
veying the fee to the grantee to uses shews that he is at the 
moment when he makes the conveyance competent to dispose of 
the property. It follows that estate duty will be payable both 
on the death of A., the father, if he dies first, and on the death 
of B., the son, who takes a life interest under the resettlement, 
unless the same settlement within the meaning.of the Act is 
existing at the death of both A. and B., and unless that settle- 
ment was not in existence at the date of the disentailing 
assurance. 

There appear to be three cases :— 

First.—Where the resettlement is a settlement of the reversion 
only. Here, during the lifetime of A., the original settlement 
alone is ‘‘ the settlement” (Re Knowles’ Settled Estates, 27 Ch. D. 
707), and after his death the resettlement is “the settlement.” 
So that A. and B. do not take under the same settlement, and 
duty is therefore payable on the death of both A.and B. If the 
judgment of Srrexine, J., in Re Ailesbury and Iveagh (1893, 2 
Ch. 345), a judgment which has been the subject of much 
controversy (see 37 Soricrrors’ Journat, 336), is correct, both 
settlements form a compound settlement; at all events, if any 
jointure or portions not actually raised, created by or in exercise 
of the powers of the first settlement, exist at the death of A. 
If this view be correct, both A. and B. take under the same 
settlement ; but B. was ‘‘ competent to dispose of the property ”’ 
during the continuance of the settlement, and therefore duty 
will be payable on his death notwithstanding that duty has 
already been paid on A,’s death. 

Secondly.— Where on the resettlement the life estate of A. 
under the first settlement is destroyed and a new life estate is 
conferred on him. In this case, even if the new life estate 
limited to A. is expressed to be in restoration of his life estate 
under the original settlement, he really takes it by virtue of a 
conveyance from himself; he must, therefore, be deemed to 

ve acquired it as a purchaser—i.¢., under the resettlement (see 
the Inheritance Act, 4 Will. 4, c. 106, 8. 3). The real difficulty 
im understanding the operation of a settlement of this nature 
18 to see how the powers annexed to the life estate under the 
original settlement can be preserved when that life estate has 
itself been destroyed. Probably the correct view is that, as it 

was the intention of the parties to preserve these powers, and 
as that was an object which could have been effected by a 
proper conveyance, the court will give effect to the intention 
(see Roper v. Halifax, 8 Taunt. 845, and Re Wright's Trustees 


existing at the date of the resettlement are the estates of the 
father and the son, then, whatever be the mechanism adopted, 
the resettlement is substantially a new settlement, even if the 
life estate of the father under the original settlement is re- 
stored for the pur of enabling him to exercise powers 
annexed to it whi overreach certain charges which would 
not be overreached by the powers conferred by the rosettle- 
ment; it follows that in this case both father and son take 
under the same settlement, and as the disentailing assurance 
was executed before that settlement, the son never had power 
to dispose of the pve during the continuance of that 
settlement, so that if duty is paid on the death of A. it will 
not be payable on the subsequent death of B. 

If for any reason the two settlements and the disentaili 
assurance form a com d settlement, and that settlement s 
exists at the death of A., one of two things must happen, either 
the im ange settlement will omger" -t the death pe a 7 which 
case he was competent to dispose © property during the con- 
tinuance of the pai wane or it will on tea to exist owing 
to the provisions of the original settlement having become spent 
before B.'s death, in which case A. and B. do not take under the 
same settlement, so that in either event duty will be payable on 
the death of B. 

If there be a life interest (for example, to A.’s widow) 
existing at the date of the ment and interposed between 
the estates of A. and B., then, whether the decision in Re Ailesbury 
and Iveagh be or be not correct, the two settlements form a 
compound settlement. But if the only interests interposed are 
a jointure, whether secured by a term or not, and terms for 
raising portions or other charges, the settlement will not be a 
compound settlement if the decision in Re Ailesbury and Iveagh 
was incorrect. It follows that, if that decision was i 
Pg is only one ese fy Nha ny gees that 
the son was never competent to di of the property duri 
the existence of that settlement, and, therefore, Kr uty will 
not be payable on his death. 

It may be objected that, according to the above reasoning, if 
the decision in Re Ailesbury and Iveagh is incorrect, by ing 
the property in the usual manner in each generation, the pay- 
ment of duty, except on the death of the tenant for life under 
the original settlement, might be avoided for ever. But this 
view is incorrect. Let A. be the tenant for life under the 
original settlement ; let him concur with B., his eldest son, in a 
resettlement, under which A. takes the life estate, with remainder 
to B. for life, with remainder to his eldest son in tail. Duty 
will be payable on A.’s death, but not on B.’s death, as duty 
will have tra already paid during the continuance of the 
resettlement. If, however, B. concurs with his eldest son in a 
new resettloment, duty will be payable on B.’s death, because 
no duty will have been paid on a death of any person claiming 
under that settlement. 








A READING OF THE NEW STATUTES. 


PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ses Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. 
c. 41). 


This Act consolidates the Prevention of Cruelty to, and Protection 
of, Children Act, 1889, with the Amendment Act (57 & 58 Vict. c. 27) 
which was earlier in last session. In the Ist section, dealing 
with the punishment for cruelty to children, several changes are in- 
corpora’ The difference in the limit of for —_ and girls— 
fourteen in the case of a boy and sixteen in the case of a girl—is re- 
moved, and the section applies uniformly to all children under the 
age of sixteen. To the catalogue of offences which constitute 
‘offences of cruelty” has been added the assaulting of a child, 
and for the words ‘‘ custody, control, or charge” have been sub- 
stituted ‘‘ custody, charge, or care,” so that the section now runs: 
“Ti any person over the age of sixteen years who has the custody, 
charge, or care of any child under the age of sixteen years, wilfally 
assaults, ill-treats, neglects, abandons, or exposes such child . . . 
in a manner likely to cause such child unnecessary suffering or injury 
to its health,” &. The words ‘injury to health” are ex) 

made to include “injury to or loss of t, or hearing, or limb, or 
organ of the body, and any mental derangement.” As under the Act 





and Marshall, 28 Oh. D. 93; 3 Dav. Prec. 595). It follows that 
if the only beneficial interests under the original settlement 


of 1889 these offences are misdemeanours, punishable upon conviction on 
indictment with a fine of £100, or, either alternatively or addi 
with imprisonment with or without hard labour for two years; but 
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maximum term of imprisonment on summary conviction is raised from 
three to six months. A doubt which arose on the Act of 1889 
is removed by the provision that a person may be convicted 
under the present section notwithstanding the death of the child in 
respect of whom the offence has been committed ; and for cases where 
an offender would derive pecuniary benefit from the death of the 
child servitude for five years is specified as a punishment alter- 
natively with the increased fine of £200. Nodefinition is given of the 
words ‘‘ custody, control, or charge,” but some assistance in apply- 
ing them is afforded by section 23 (3). A parent of a child is pre- 
sumed to have the custody of it; any person to whose charge the 
child is committed by its parent is presumed to have charge of it; 
and any other person having actual possession or control of a child 
is presumed to have the care of it. Section 24 corresponds to section 
14 of the Act of 1889, and provides that nothing in the Act shall be 
construed to take away or affect the right of any parent, teacher, or 
other person having the lawful control or charge of a child to 
administer punishment to it; consequently the inclusion of assaults 
among offences of cruelty will not raise any question as to the inflic- 
tion of corporal punishment as long as this is kept within lawful 
bounds. It was doubtful under the Act of 1889 whether there was 
“ neglect ” of a child if the parent, being himself unable to maintain 
it, failed to apply for relief under the poor law. Section 23 (2) 
expressly includes this as a case of neglect under the Act. 

Numerous alterations have been made in the sections placing 
restrictions on the employment of children (sections 2, 3). Offences 
under these sections are committed not only by persons who cause 
poem se a child under the prescribed age to be engaged in any 
prohibited manner, but also persons who, having the custody, charge, 
or care of it, permit it to be so engaged. The hours between which 
a child may not be in any street or public-house for the purpose of 
singing, playing, or performing for profit, or offering anything for 
sale, are altered from 10 p.m. and 5a.m. to9 pm. and 6 4.m., and 
the limit of age under which a child may not perform without a 
licence ia altered from ten to eleven. A fresh clause is introduced 
prohibiting the training, without a licence, of children under sixteen 
in acrobatic or dangerous performances, save where the child is 
being trained by his parent or legal guardian. And some additional 
a are introduced with regard to the granting of licences. 

ven days’ notice of application for a licence must be given to the 
chief officer of police, who may appear and oppose the licence, and 
when a licence is granted, the person obtaining it must within ten 
days send a copy to the inspector of factories and workshops. 

The next set of sections (sections 4 to 10) deal with the arrest of 
offenders and provision for the safety of children. An important 
change is effected by making them applicable in the case, not only 
of offences under the Act, but also of the offences mentioned 
in the schedule. These include various offences specified in 
the Offences against the Person Act, 1861, and generally 
any offence involving bodily injury to a child under the 
age of sixteen. In all cases thus included there are special 
—— for the arrest of offenders or suspected offenders; for 

etention of a child in a place of safety; for the disposal of a 
child by order of court and its subsequent maintenance ; and for 
search for children in respect of whom it is suspected that an offenc 
has been or is being committed. With regard to arrest, power is 
now given (section 4 (+) ) to arrest without warrant any suspected 
offender, if there is reasonable ground for believing that he will 
abscond, or if his name and address cannot be ascertained. The pro- 
visions for detention in a place of safety are extended to children who 
voluntarily take refuge in a place of safety (section 5 (2)), and, if it 
appears that an offence has been committed, an immediate order for 
detention may be made until a charge can be preferred against some 
person (section 5 (3)). A new definition of ‘place of safety” (sec- 
tion 25) makes the expression include any place certified by the local 
authority for the purposes of the Act, and any workhouse, police- 
station, ospital, surgery, or other such place ; and provision is made 
for the tion in a workhouse of a child brought there as to a place 
of safety. e power to make an order for the disposal of a child, 
which was formerly confined to a petty sessional court, is now con- 
ferred on any court before which proceedings with reference to the 
child are taken, and power is given to the Secretary of State to allow 
@ person to whose custody a child has been committed to procure its 
emigration. 

_ Where a person convicted of an offence under the Act, or specified 
in the schedule, is a parent of the child, or is living with the parent 
of the child, and is an habitual drunkard, instead of a sentence of 
imprisonment, an order may be made for his detention for a period 
not exceeding twelve months in a retreat under the Inebriates Acts, 
1879 and 1888 (s. 11). Under the sections dealing with evidence and 
proceduro, power is now given to take the depositions of a child who 
cannot, without serious danger to its life or health, attend before the 
court, and to use in evidence depositions taken under various other 
Acts (sections 13, 14), and proceedings may be taken in the absence of 
the child concerned (section 16), Section 18 (3) introduces a limit of 





not to be summarily convicted unless the offence was wholly or partly 
committed within six months before the information was laid. The 
above account of the Act represents the principal changes which were 
made by the Amendment Act, and which are now incorporated in the 
consolidating Act. The promptness with which the latter Act was 
prepared and passed is much to be commended. The separate 
existence of the Act of 1889 and of chapter 27 of last session would 
have been productive of no little difficulty and confusion. 


REVIEWS. 
PARISH COUNCILS. 


Tue ‘ ParisH Councits” Acr (BEING THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
Act, 1894) EXPLAINED. WHAT IT WILL DO AND WHAT IT WILL 
Nor po. By J. TuEeopore Dopp, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. 
LARGER EpitTion. Horace Cox. 


The large circulation which this book has obtained is a sufficient 
justification of its existence, especially when it is also considered that 
it ably fulfils its object in explaining the Act to the more thoughtful 
of laymen and to professional men who do not desire to dig too deep. 
Mr. Dodd gives special prominence to Allotments, Charities, and 
Church Affairs, and incidentally gives items of information that might 
almost be considered superfluous. Thus, on p. 114, we are gravely 
told that ‘‘ the rector will still be parson of the parish ”’—a statement 
which might be extended to the vicar without risk of error. The 
reference on p. 40 to “Sir F. Pollock, p. 39,” is hardly guidance 
enough for discovering the opinion of that manifold and erudite 
professor. On p. 132 the name of The National Society for the Pre- 
vention of Cruelty to Children is given as The Society for the 
Protection of Children. 





Tue LAW RELATING TO Parisn Councits: Betna THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT AcT, 1894, WITH AN APPENDIX OF STATUTES, AND 
AN InrTRopUcTION, NoTEs, ORDERS, AND CIRCULARS OF THE 
Locan GOVERNMENT Boarp, AND A Copious INDEX. By 
GEORGE Humpureys, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. SEcoND EDITION, 
Stevens & Sons. 


We are glad to see that this work, which is quite one of the best, 
sharing that position with the book by Macmorran and Dill, has 
already reached a second edition. It is not hazardous to prophesy 
that, unlike many of the smaller books, this one has come to stay, 
for both its matter and its price are commendable. The introduction 
of twenty-eight pages gives an admirable summary of the Act: 
indeed, none clearer can be desired; and then the statute itself is 
well annotated in 144 pages; and the appendices of 218 pages con- 
tain all the other material Acts and sections of Acts, also annotated. 

While the book is expressly confined to parish councils, it does in 
fact deal with the whole Local Government Act, and for that 
reason we should have liked to see fuller and clearer statemente as to 
the effect of receiving medical relief on voters and candidates than 
are to be found on pp. 90, 181, 183; and the Infant Life Protection 
Act might have been referred to more fully than on p. 70. But 
these points are perhaps matters of proportion, where an author must 
needs be his own judge. The real blot on the book is the absence of 
a table of cases, and this is a serious omission, for which no explana- 
tion is given. 

The reader should note that an order was made on the 10th of 
December, 1894, as to the procedure under section 70 of the Act. 





BUILDING SOCIETIES. 


Tne Bur~pina Soocretres Acts, 1836, 1874, 1875, 1884, 1894. 
Wirs Intropuction, Norges, AND APPENDICES. By J. Rirconi# 
Macoun, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


Tae Buinpine Socretres Acr, with NOTES THEREON AND AN 
INTRODUCTION: ALSO THE BuiLpING Societies Acts, 1874, 1874, 
1877, AND 1884. By Ivor Bowen, Barrister-at-Law, and 
Witiiam J. War ey, Assistant Official Receiver of the High 
Court under the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890. Butter- 
worths. 


Of these two books, which have naturally followed the passing of 
the Building Societies Act, 1894, Mr. Macoun’s is the more carefully 


prepared and complete. At the same time, the arrangement he has — 


adopted, though in many respects useful, makes it convenient to 
revert on occasion to the simpler style of the smaller work. Mr. 
Macoun in a sense consolidates all the Acts—that is, he prints 


together the sections of each Act referring to the same topic—and the — 


enactments are explained. in very useful and carefully-written notes. 


The introduction, too, is good, and the book strikes us as one of 3 


very considerable merit. 





Jan. 19, 13895. @ 


time in respect of the summary prosecution of offences. A person i§ — 








Soe 2888 _ |! 


S 
3 


T 
Refi 
LL. 


Act, 
Con 


PSs, Se 





295° 





erson i® 
r partly 
1, The 
ch were 
1 in the 
ict was 
eparate 

would 


\NMENT 
T WILL 
t-Law. 


fficient 
ed that 
ightful 
o deep, 
8, and 
i might 
rravely 
tement 

The 
iidance 
erudite 
e Pre- 
or the 


LOcAL 
Ss, AND 
F THE 

By 
ITION, 


2 best, 
l, has 
yphesy 
| stay, 
uction 
) Act: 
self is 
} con- 
ated. 
oes in 
that 
as to 
| than 
action 
But 
must 
ace of 
lana- 


th of 


189. 
[CHIE 


D AN 
1873, 

and 
High 
itter- 


ug of 
fully 
e has 
nt to 

Mr. 
rints 
d the 
.otes. 
ne of 





Jan. 19, 1895. 


———— 


In Messrs. Bowen and 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Warley’s book the Acts are printed 












_[Vol. 39.] 199 _ 


re 


separately, and iy oe Act of — annotated. It is thus easy to CORRESPONDENCE. 

turn to any particular section, and some persons may prefer this . x 

> acne Tho ‘nates give 0 dene.cancunh ofthe "fect of the| COVENANTS TO REGISTER DEEDS WITH LESSOR’S 
re SOLICITOR, 


Mr. Macoun has found what appears to be a serious error in the 
drafting of section 6, which authorizes the 
to cancel or suspend a certificate of incorporation. 
decision there is an appeal to the High Court, but, in case of sus- 

msion, only where the term of suspension exceeds six months, 
nasmuch, however, as the registrar cannot suspend for more than 
three months, the right of appeal seems to be illusory. 





LAW QUARTERLY REVIEW. 


Toe Law QUARTERLY: Review. Edited by Str FrReEpeERiIcK 
Poi.ock, Bart., M.A., LL.D. January, 1895. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 
This number of the Law Quarterly Review gives, under the title of 

“Specialism in Law,” a very interesting address delivered by Sir 
Francis Jeune as president of the Birmingham Law Students’ Society 
at the last annual meeting of the society. Sir Francis Jeune is very 
much in favour of special courts for special subjects, and he puts 
their advantages on two grounds—speed and consistency. In an 
amusing passage he contrasts the judge who has dimly to grope amid 
the intricacies of an unfamiliar subject with the judge who can deal 
with his cases as an expert, though even in the former case the 
eventual decision may not be wrong. ‘‘ Well-informed advocates are 
always considerate, especially if their knowledge is not recent, and 
often have the gift of exposition. A judge may discreetly hold his 
tongue, and allow wisdom to linger till knowledge comes.” Mr. E. 
Bowen-Rowlands attacks a difficult subject in ‘‘ Examination and 
Cross-Examination as to Character,” and makes some useful sugges- 
tions for alteration m the law. fpecialists in shipping law will be 
interested in the suggested code of English law relating to general 
average furnished by Mr. H. C. Dowdall. Dr. Kenny’s article on “A 
Spanish View of Bentham’s Spanish Influence” brings into prominence 
a little-known aspect of Bentham’s life. Few people probably are 
aware of the efforts Bentham made to influence Spanish legislation 
during the two short intervals at the beginning of the century when 
that country had parliamentary institutions. 
the official discourse delivered in April last by Don Luis Silvela on 
his admission into the Spanish Royal Academy of Moral and Political 
Sciences, The discussion as to choses in action, which has produced 
several articles recently, is continued by Mr. Spencer Brodhurst, who 
inquires whether copyright falls within this category. There is no 
reason to quarrel with his conclusion that it does not. The owner 
of a copyright has as full a possession of his property as its nature 
will allow. Mr. W. A. Bewes supplies some further information 
with respect to the subject-matter of a recent article on ‘‘ Mainten- 
ance and Education,’ and the list of articles concludes with notices 
of two recent books. Sir W. R. Anson reviews Mr. Pike’s book on 
the House of Lords, and Professor Westlake gives an account of an 
essay on Judicial Power in the United States by the late Mr. 
Brinton Coxe of the bar of Philadelphia. The judgment of the 
Supreme Court of the United States in Juillard v. Greenman, uphold- 
ing the power of Congress to make paper money legal tender, con- 
tains passages which seemed to Mr. Coxe to impugn the right of the 
Supreme Court to declare laws passed by Congress to be unconstitu- 
tional and therefore void, and he undertook an elaborate investiga- 
tion of the subject. Professor Westlake sums up the result as 
follows :—‘‘ The investigation leaves no doubt on our mind that the 
intention Bo the framers of the Constitution] was to give the 
Supreme Court the power of declaring Acts of Congress unconstitu- 
tional and void which it has always exercised, nor can we doubt that 
they did so in words which no unbiassed reader of the Constitution 
can fail to find sufficiently express.” 





BOOKS RECEIVED. 


The Merchant Shipping Act, 1894. Edited, with Notes and 
References to Decided om by Tuomas EpwarpD Sorutrfon, M.A., 
LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Wm. Clowes & Sons (Limited). 


The Law as to Copyhold Enfranchisement under the Copyhold 
Act, 1894. Containing the Text of the Act, with Explanatory Notes, 
Comparative Tables of Repealed Statutes, Minutes of the Board of 
Agriculture, Scales of Compensation, numerous Forms, and a full 
Analytical Index. By ArTuur RecrInatD RuDALL and JAMES 
Witu1am Greic, LL.B., B.A. Lond., Barristers-at-Law. Jordan & 


Sons. 

The Parish Councils Act, 1894. pg Model of Standin 
Orders and Handy Guide for the Use of Chairmen, Members, 
Officers of Parish Councils. By J. Wauuis-Dayis, Solicitor and 


registrar in certain events 
Against his 


The article is based on | ? 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Jowrnal.] 


Sir,—A. grauts to B. a lease, which contains a covenant that B., 
his executors, administrators, and assigns, will cause and ure all 
deeds in any manner howsoever relating to the ae ised to 
be left with A.’s solicitor for vane and that B., his executors, 
administrators, and assigns, will pay such solicitor a certain fee for 
every such registration. B. underleases to C., by “=e mortgage, 
and such deed is duly registered with A.’s solicitor. C. assigns to D. 
the term granted by the ap but such assignment is not regis- 
tered with A.’s solicitor. D. sells to E., and E. requires the assign- 
ment to D. to be registered with A.’s solicitor, —— to the cove- 
nant in the lease. 6. contends that he is not bound to register his 
assignment with A.’s solicitor, on the ground that there is no privity 
of contract or estate between a lessor and the assignee of a sub-term. 
The opinions of some of your conveyancing iy ee upon the 

int in question would be much esteemed. The remarks of the 
Inte Lord Justice James, on page 732 of L. R. 9 Ch. App. aur to 
have a material bearing on the subject. HomME DE Lor 


[See observations under head of “‘ Current Topics.”—Ep. 8. J.] 





MR. COMMISSIONER KERR. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—As one of that much-abused body of men known as the 
lower branch of the profession I raise my voice in protest against the 
utterances of Mr. Commissioner Kerr in reference to solicitors and 
their costs. 
Who is the commissioner that he should arrogate to himself the 
office of censor? Is it not the fact that he is in receipt of an income 
which year by year he has induced the Court of Common Council to 
steadily increase until it has reached the not insignificant sum of 
£3,500 per annum (besides sundry fees for temporary services rendered 
at the Central Criminal Court)? If so, can the commissioner afford to 
reach from his exalted pedestal inst the inherent avarice of 
solicitors, the greed of gold, and the piling up of costs ? 
Isit not the fact that the commissioner, while in receipt of so large 
a salary, frequently rises at 1.30 p.m. ? : 
Is it decent that the commissioner should make such tent and 
uncalled for attacks on an honourable body of men, and is it not time 
that the Incorporated Law Society, which affects to protect the 
interests of solicitors, should call the commissioner to — 
IGNANT. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT REGULATING PROCEED- 
INGS IN APPEALS UNDER THE FINANCE ACT, 1894, 
SECTION 10, 

1. Any aggrieved person within the meaning of section 10, sub- 
section ty, of the shone Act, 1894, who desires to a peal to the 
High Court in any of the cases mentioned in the ‘said sub-section 
shall, within one month from the date of the notification to him or his 
solicitor of the decision or claim of the Commissioners, deliver to them 
a written amy & | ek aigpace of such appeal. 
The statement 8 y 
which the appellant contends that the decision or claim of the 
Commissioners was erroneous, and if he contends that the value put 
upon any property by the Commissioners is excessive, he shall therein 
identity such property and state the value which he contends should 
be put e same, : 
2 The C Comsmiaslonens i shall, within a month from the delivery to 
them of the statement of the qnounde of epgenl, noiiiy fo the appel- 
lant or his solicitor whether they have wn the decision or 
claim appealed against or have determined to maintain the same, 
either in whole or in part.. 

; time thereafter not one month from the date 
3. At an e er exceeding righ - 


lant roceed with his wdgehiager ooh ~? pele « > 
Gavi. ae ition to be the Queen’s Remembrancer’s d 
wink &S tral Office, and a copy thereof served by the 

upon 

4. Subject to the of these Rules the appellant shall not 
in his petition state or at the hearing be allowed to rely any 
pa Se wat ot specifically. set forth in the statement of the 
grounds of a) 





Secretary of the Parish Councils Association, Eyre & Spottiswoode. 





5. Upon the filing of the petition and the service of a copy thereof 
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upon the Commissioners, the matter shall be deemed to be completely 

at issue, and within seven days thereafter the appellant, or in default 

thereof the Commissioners, may set the petition down for hearing 

= the Revenue side of the Queen’s Bench Division of the High 
urt. 


6. The Court or a Judge may order that the petition shall be heard 
before a Judge of the Chancery Division, and Order XLIX., Rule 7, 
shall apply to any such order. 

a 5 al by consent, or otherwise ordered, only oral evidence shall 
be admitted at the hearing. 

8. In cases where pursuant to Rule 7 evidence may be by affidavit, 
the affidavits shall be filed in the Queen’s Remembrancer’s Depart- 
ment. 

9. The Crown shall have the same right as an ordinary suitor of 
administering interrogatories and of obtaining discovery and in- 
spection of documents. 

10. The Court or a Judge may, at any time before or at the 
hearing, allow the appellant to amend his petition, upon such terms 
as the Court or Judge may think right. 

11. Order XIX. Rule 27 of the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, 
shall apply to the petition which shall be deemed to be a pleading 
within that rule, 

12. Applications for leave to bring an appeal without payment, or 
on part payment only of the duty, under the provisions of the 4th 
sub-section of the 10th section of the Finance Act, 1894, shall be by 
summons before a Judge at Chambers, and the appellant shall 
deliver to the Commissioners, with the summons, a copy of any 
affidavit which the appellant intends to use at the hearing of the 
summons. 

13. These Rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme 
—— (Finance Act), 1595, and shall come into operation forth- 
with. 

Signed and certified as urgent, the 14th day of January, 1895. 
HERSCHELL, C. 
RUSSELL OF KILLOWEN, C.J. 
F. H. JEUNE, P. 
A. L. Surru, L.J. 
ARTHUR CHARLES, J. 
H. H. Cozens Harpy. 
R. B. FINuay. 
JOHN HUNTER. 





LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1894 
ELECTION PETITIONS. 
Rule of the Supreme Court. 

The Rules of 1883, made by the Judges on the Rota for the trial 
of Parliamentary election petitions, for the effectual execution of 
Part IV. of the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, subject to this 
Rule, shall (except as to the amount of security) apply to petitions 
to be presented in respect of elections under the Local Government 
Act, 1894, and the Rules made or to be made by the Local Govern- 
ment Board thereunder. 

References in the said Rules of 1883 to a municipal election, the 
town clerk, and the borough shall be read with the substitutions 
made therefor by the said Rules of the Local Government Board 
under the Local Government Act, 1894. 

The Local Government Act, 1894, shall be substituted for the 
Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, in the forms prescribed by the said 
Rules of 1883. 

Signed, and certified as urgent, the 14th day of January, 1895. 
HERSCHELL, C. 
RuSssELL OF KILLOWEN, C.J. 
F. H. JEuNE, P. 
A. L. Smirx, LJ. 
ARTHUR CHARLES, J. 
H. H. Cozens Harpy. 
R. B. Finway. 
JOHN HUNTER. 





THE COMPANIES (WINDING-UP) ACT, 1890. 
ORDER OF CouURT. 


Saturday, the 12th day of January, 1895. 
Whereas, by the Order dated the 26th day of March, 1892, it was 
ordered that on and after the 6th day of May, 1892, the jurisdiction 
of the High Court under the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, 
should until further order be exercised by the Honourable Mr. 
Justice Vaughan Williams (sitting and acting for the purpose of the 
exercise of such jurisdiction as an Additional Judge of the Chancery 


Division), and that the said Judge should on and after the day afore- 
ssid and until further order, be the Judge of the High Court 
assigned for the purpose of the exercise of that jurisdiction, pur- 
suant to the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890. And, Whereas 
certain Actions brought against Companies, the Winding Up of whieh | 





Jan, 19, 1895. | 


is proceeding before the said J udge have by subsequent Orders been | 


transferred and 8 to the said Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams ag 
such Additional Judge of the Chancery Division. And, Whereas it 
is desirable that provision should be made for the exercise of such 
jurisdiction and dealing with such Actions as aforesaid by another 
Judge of the Chancery Division, during the absence on Circuit of the 
said Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams, commencing on the 14th 
January, 1895. Now, I, The Right Honourable, Farrer, Baron 
Herschell, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do hereby Order 
that the several Causes and Matters assigned or to be assigned to the 
said Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams as such Additional Judge be trans- 


ferred and assigned to Mr. Justice Romer during such absence, and [, 


do also Order that such of the said Causes and Matters as remain 
undisposed of on the said Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams resuming 
his Sittings after such Circuit be, except as to any Applications 


which — have been partly dealt with by Mr. Justice Romer, re~: 


transferred (without further order) to the said Mr. Justice Vaughan 
Williams. And this Order is to be drawn up by the Registrar and 
set up in the several Offices of the Chancery Division of the High 
Court of Justice. HERSOHELL, C. 





TRANSFER OF ACTIONS. 


Orxpers or Court. 

Monday, the 7th day of January, 1895. 
I, the Right Honourable, Farrer, Baron Herschell, Lord High Chancellor 
of Great Britain, do hereby order that the action between ‘“‘ Francis 
William Davenport, on behalf of himself and all otber the holders of 
debentures of the series, numbered 25 to 90 inclusive, Plaintiffs, and The 
London Music Publishing Company Limited, Defendants” (1894—D.— 
No. 1176) shall be transferred from the Honourable Mr. Justice Kekewich 

to the Honourable Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams. 
Herscug.1, C. 


Monday, the 14th day of January, 1895. 
I, the Right Honourable, Farrer, Baron Herschell, Lord High Chancellor 
of Great Britain, do hereby transfer the action of ‘‘ Caroline Elizabeth 
Denison, Plaintiff, v. Roberts’ Patent Capsule Mineral Water Company, 
Limited, Defendants’’ (1894—D.—No. 2334), from the Honourable Mr. 
Justice North to the Honourable Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams. 
Herscue11, CO, 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
Re GODFREY, THORNE-GEORGE v. GODFREY—No. 2, 15th January. 


Marerep Woman—SeraraTe Property—RgstTRatnt ON ANTICIPATION — 
Costs or Acrion—Marriep Women’s Prorgrty Act, 1893 (56 & 57 
Vicr. c. 63), s. 2. 


Appeal from a decision of Romer, J., dated the 31st of October, 1894, 
By section 2 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1893, ‘‘ In any action 
or proceeding now or hereafter instituted by a woman or by a next friend 
on her behalf, fhé court before which such action or proceeding is pending 
shall have jurisdiction by judgment or order from time to time to order 
payment of the costs of the opposite party out of property which is subject 
to a restraint on anticipation, and may enforce such payment by the ap- 





pointment of a receiver and the sale of the property or otherwise as may — 


be just.’”? This action was instituted by a married woman before, and 
was pending at, the passing of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1893. 
The action was tried before Romer, J. By the judgment it was ordered 
that, notwithstanding the restraint against anticipation imposed by a will 
and settlement, under which the plaintiff was entitled toa life estate for 
her separate use, the plaintiff should be at liberty to charge such life estate 


for the purpose of raising the costs of the action, which she was ordered to” 


pay to the defendants, the trustees of the instruments in question. Liberty 
was reserved to the defendants to apply in case the costs should not be 
paid to them within one month after the date of the taxing master’s cer- 
tificate. The plaintiff having failed to raise the costs, which had been 
taxed at £208, an application was made on behalf of the defendants, 
under section 2 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1893, that 
their costs might be paid out of the income, notwithstanding the restraint 
on anticipation. The settled income amounted to £160 per annum. 
Romer, J., made an order to the effect that, the court being of opinion 
that section 2 of the Act was applicable, and that the case was one in 
which the powers of that statute were properly exercisable, the defendants 
should be at liberty, notwithstanding 
year out of the income as it accrued due until the costs of the action and 


e restraint, to retain £80 each 


of this application should have been satisfied. The plaintiff. appealed in — 


person. In support of the appeal she argued that the court no juris- 


diction to make the order as to the costs of the action, inasmuch as section 


2 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1893, was not retrospective in its 


operation, and had no application to actions commenced before the Act 


came into force. 


Tue Covert (Lord Herscuext, L.C., and Linpiey and A. L. Surrn, L.JJ.) 


dismissed the appeal with costs, their lordships being of opinion that the 
word ‘“‘ now”’ in section 2 made it applicable to actions commenced prior 
to and pending at the date of the passing of the Act.—Counsmn, J. F. 
Popham. Sourcrror, 0. Vernide. The appellant in person. 

[Reported by W. Suaticross Gopparp, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 
MANDLEBERG v. MORLEY—Stirling, J., 11th January. 


Parent—Action For Inrrincement—Dismissep witn Costs, PLAINTIFF 
OFFERING NO Evipexce—Cerxtiricats THAT ParticuLars oF OxJECTIONS 
WERE REASONABLE AND Prorer—Parents, Desicns, AND TrapE-Marks 
Act, 1883, s. 29, sun-secrion 6. 


This was a summons taken out by the defendants in an action to restrain 
an alleged inffingément of certain patents of the plaintiffs, asking the 
court to grant a certificate under section 29, sub-section 6, of the Patents, 

et, 1883, that the ulars of objections 


A e 
c 0 em mig allowed. e P , in their statement of 
claim, alleged that they were the owners of certain letters patent, and they 
sought by this action an injunction, restraining the ts from in- 
fringing the same. The defence was that the plaintiffs were not the 
owners of the letters patent, that there had been no infringement, and 
that the letters patent were invalid for reasons set out in the particulars 
of objections, which were very lengthy, and included every objection 
usually urged in cases of this nature. The action was eet down for trial 
by the defendants and came into the paper, but before.it was heard the 
plaintiffs took out a summons to stay, on the ground that the ees had 
already agreed to compromise the action. This summons fajled, Stirling, 
J., being of opinion that no such agreement had been made; and he re- 
fused to stay the proceedings. The plaintiffs offered no evidence in the 
action, which was dismissed with costs; but the court declined for the 
present to grant a certificate that the defendants’ particulars of objections 
were reasonable and proper, but on thia point liberty to apply was reserved 
to the defendants. he taxing master, in the absence of this certificate, 
refused to allow the costs of the said particulars, and consequently the 
defendants took out this summons. 

Srratina, J., after stating the facts, continued: The question here is 
simply whether or not these objections are reasonable and proper. « If they 
are, the defendants will be clearly entitled to the costs thereof. Now, as 
to some of these objections, there is some evidence of their nature already 
before me, but as to others there is none. With respect to these latter, 
how can I decide upon matters of which there is no evidence before me— 
that is to say, how can’ I say that these objections are reasonable and 
proper when I do not know anything about them? In order to decide 
this question I should haye to go into the whole matter, from begimuing to 
end, and practically try the action. _Now the Court of Appeal in Long- 
bottom v. Shaw (87 W. R. 792, 6 Rep. Pat. Cas. 143) decided that the court 
would not go into all the facts of a case of this nature simply with the 
object of deciding whether or not the defendant was enti to a certifi- 
cate that his-objections were-reasonable and proper when it was possible 
to — of the action in some other shorter and simpler manner. There 
is nothing inconsistent with this decision of the Court of A in those 
cases, such as The Gorm Milling Co. v. Robinson (34 W. R. 194, 3 Rep. Pat. 
Cas. 256), where the case for the plaintiff had been gone into and his wit- 
nesses examined and cross-examined, and it had” then appeared to the 
judge that the objections, or some of them, were reasonable and proper, 
and he had given a certificate to that effect. Consequently I cannot 
certify those objections reasonable and proper upon which I have no 
evidence. With respect to that class of objections on which there is 
evidence, I have before me materials whereon I can exercise my judgment, 
but I do not think they are such as would justify me in-fitiding those ob- 
jections reasonable and proper. Consequent}y'I am of opinion that this 
application must be dismissed with costs:—Counsg., Graham Hastings, Q.O., 
Bousjield, Q.C., and BE. 8. Ford; J. F. Moulton, Q.C., and 0. Leigh Clare. 
Souicrrors, Phelps, Sidgwick, § Biddle; Roweliffes, Rawle, § Co., for A. ¢ 
G. W. Fox, Manchester. 

{Reported by Anruur Morrow, Barrister-at-Law. } 


COMYNS v. HYDE—Stirling, J., 11th January. 


Copyricut—Picturz on Cotourgrp Piatr—Pegriopicat—Lirerary Cory- 
nicut Act, 1842—Five Arts Corrricut Act, 1862—Insuncrtion. 


The plaintiff in this case was the proprietress of a periodical called the 
Feathered World, which was published weekly, and with which, on the 15th 
of October; 1893, was issued a coloured plate or picture representing an 
Orpington cock, the same being an illustration of an article upon that 
yee breed of fowl appearing in that week’s number. The picture 

question was printed on a separate sheet of r, acrose the top of 
which was printed, ‘‘ Supplement to the Feather orld for October 15th, 
1893.”’ e article above mentioned referred to the picture as ‘‘ our 
illustration for this week,’’ but the picture was not physically connected 
with the rest of the publication. The defendant was a dealer in a 
particular kind of poultry food, and he issued, by way of advertisement, a 
picture of an Orpington cock, which, it was acenittea, was an a 
ment of the picture in the said ———— to the plaintiff’s paper. e 

intiff’s publication was registe he Liter ght Act of 
4 : 



















vs O15 hl 

or yerwete to restrain the defendant from infrin fon pce 

icture, by reproducing the same in his advertisements as above 
mentioned. Counsel for the plaintiff contended that the picture formed 
part of the periodical, and was therefore protected by the’ registration 
Under the Literary Copyright Act. It was not necessary for the picture 
to be fastened to the paper with which it was issued, #0 as it was 
described on the face of it as being a part thereof. For the defendant it 
Was urged that there had been no registration of the picture. 





of the under the Literary 

before the tiff could sustain an 

be registration under the Fine Arts Cop’ it Act. 

the registration of a like the Graphi 

as a book would protect the coloured 

to their Christmas numbers. 
Srratine, J. (after stating the facts) 

that this case falls within Maple v. 

Stores (31 W. R. 70, 21 Oh. D 369). 

of Appeal in that case conclusively shews 













on Wate \ ow 
it Is not disputed that this n the meaning of the 
Literary Copyright Act of 1842, and that all the letterpress is conse- 
quently protected, but the picture, it is said, is not protected, because it 
is not physically connected with the periodical. It seems to me that this 
is o very Somnee Staenenanee of the Act, and I cannot adopt it. This 
colo picture is clearly p gest of the plaintiff's publication, for not only 
is it referred to in the periodical as ‘‘ our illustration,” but it also bears 
om its face a declaration that it is a su nt to the said . Lam, 
therefore, of opinion that the plaintiff is entitled to upon the 
motion. — Counset, Sebastian; Buckley, Q.C., and George Henderson, 
Soxtcrrors, Rodins, Billing, § Co. ; George Ovote. 


[Reported by Arruur Morroy, Barrister-at- Law. ] 








High Court—Quezen’s Bench Division. 
NORRIS ». BIRCH—{5th January. 


Merropo.iran Carriages Act (6 & 7 Vicr. c. 86), ss. 8, 22—Dgracement oF 
Drrver’s Licence—Jvurispiction or Potice Macistrate—“ Marrer or 
Compiarnt ’’—Evinence or Loss anp DamaAceE. 


Case stated by the re a lice magistrate under 20 & 21 Vict. 
c. 43 and 42 & 43 Vict. c. 49. This case raised questions as to what is a 
defacement of a document and as to the jurisdiction of istrates in 
dealing with disputes between cab proprietors and cabdrivers. The 
dispute was as to an indorsement on the cabdriver’s licence, which was 
required to be made by the Act 6 & 7 Vict. c. 86, s. 8, and by 32 & 33 Vict. 
c. 45, and the orders made in- pursuance thereof. The driver, who was 
the plaintiff in the proceedings before the te and the a t in 
this court, entered the service of the res t on the 16th of March, 
1894, and finally quitted it on the 2nd of May, 1894, but during that time 
he had quitted the service tem y and had come back again. 
above-mentioned Acts req the cab , whenever a driver 
quitted his employment, to fill in a form provided for the on the 
back of his licence. The form was di into four columns, the first and 
second of which were for the proprietors’ name and address, the third for 
the date of entering his service, and the fourth for the date of quitting it. 
It was the custom in the trade to consider that an written 
the last column over and above the date of 
implied ee the man’s*character. The form in 
instance was fill ine respondent’s manager, a man named 


Johnson. Having the first two correctly, he in 
third space the date, 16th of March, 1804, and in the t 8 


Z 


Be 


LE 
af 


dates, namely, 23rd of March, 1894, and 2nd of May, 1894, and, in 
addition, his signature, Louis Jo -’ It was found as a fact the 


magistrate that the entry in the last column, though in ever: 
true, was written in such a es er to prejudice the 


¢ 
Hi 


cab proprietors. A cab strike having occurred about that time, it might 
be supposed that the entry was Sooner ae acenar en in some 
way with it. The ap t thereupon laid a com t the 
a and a summons was ted, and came on for on the 
3rd of August, 1894, at the Westminster Police Court, when the re- 
spondent was charged that, ‘“ bein, pao rietor of a certain hackney 
carriage, and employing as driver the omas Norris (the appellant), 
he did unla ly deface his licence.’’ The t did not bring 


anaes shew that 7 proprietors es ae 
, but brought two cab proprietors, who proved they would 
refused to employ any driver producing a licence so 
magistrate dismissed the summons, on the grounds (1) that the facts 

not disclose such a matter of asis within 6 & 7,Vict. c. 86, 8. 22 ; 
(2) that the plaintiff gave no of 

to assess Pig eee Section 22 of 6 i= 
‘* It shall be lawful for any justice of the peace to hear and determine all 
matters of complaint between any ag mm or 


s 
ev 


g 


oe he dna & ahtas poe Ee ane eam 


in respect of any 
onch consinge, of on anced 6 ak cegee et , and to order com- 
pensation to the proprietor in respect of damage or loss which has arisen 


through the neglect or default of any driver or conductor to the property of 
his employer lntrasted to care, or in respect of a4 sum of —_ 





nag Ped wha pig Schaal paid in a2 Sy 
peace to . Ww pursuance 

‘ dn pane at any or misconduct of his driver or 
conductor, and to order compensation to either party in of 
any other matter of between them as to such justice seem 
roper.’’ It was con for the appellant that written on the 
Secaes onan saat above what see we of his 
licence, and that the was Pe aT 
Rogers v. Macnamara (2 L. J. 0. P. 1), Hussell v. (15 L. J. CO. P. va 
that a claim made in respect of it was a “‘ matter of complaint” within 


by 


POET. 


Seeteae Ss Geemcerss 
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Metropolitan 8 Act, 1843, 8. 22: Clemson v. Hubbard (1 Ex. D. 179), 
Hindley v. Haslam (3 Q. B. D. 481) ; and that there was evidence of damage, 
and that com tion should be substantial: Wennhak v. Morgan (20Q. B.D. 
685). Counsel for the respondent argued that the claim of the appellant did 
not amount to a ‘‘ matter or complaint ’’ within the meaning of 6 & 7 Vict, 
c. 86, s. 22, and therefore was not within the jurisdiction of the magis- 
trate. e general words at the end of the section must, he contended, 
be read with reference to the particular words, and it could not be main- 
tained that every dispute between a cab proprietor and his driver would 
come within the section. In the cases cited the proprietors had written 
f on the licence beyond what they had authority to do under the 
Act; but here the defacement contended for was not an addition, but an 

namely, the omission in the third column of the date when the 
Griver for the second time entered the service of the respondent. 
Further, the magistrate was entitled to dismiss the summons on the ground 
that there was no evidence of damage. 

Lawrance, J., was of opinion that the magistrate was wrong on 
both points. The terms of 6 &7 Vict. c. 86, s. 8, had not been complied 
with. The proprietor ought to have entered his name and address and 
the date of entering and leaving the service. He, in fact, omitted to enter 
one of the dates of entering the service, and added the name Louis Johnson 
in the last column. That was not a compliance with erection 8, and the 
effect of it was a defacement. With reference to the point as to jurisdic- 
tion, the words ‘‘ matter or complaint’’ in 6 & 7 Vict. c. 86, s. 22, must 
be construed to mean matters and complaints having reference to the 
employment of cab proprietor and cabdriver. ‘This case seemed to be one 
of the very cases which it was contemplated might arise. As for the 
second question, the statement of the two proprietors with regard to the 
effect the licence, as indorred, would have produced on them was evidence 
that there was something prejudicial to the driver on the licence. 

Kennepy, J., was of the same opinion, and said that by 6 & 7 Vict. c. 
86 the proprietor was directed to enter on the back of the licence his name 
and address, and the dates on which the driver entered and left his 





service. Jervis, C.J.,in Rogers v. Macnamara stated that under the statute 
it is clearly the duty of the proprietor to indorse on the licence only that 
which he is authorized to indorse, and unless it can be established that he 
is authorized, he is liable for the consequences. The magistrate in the 
present case found as a fact that anything written in the last column be- 
mae what was required was sup to be against the man's character. 

n that column two dates are to be found, and also a signature. The sig- 
nature is not required by the statute. Therefore, something has been 
written on the licence which was not authorized, and in such a way as to 
imply something against the man. This is clearly a case of defacing. It 
is not a case where the date has been correctly stated, but one of the dates 
has been omitted. He was not prepared to say that in such a case there 
would have been a defacement; but here there was not only an omission, 
but an insertion of something not required by the statute. This was a 
case that came within section 22, and he thought there was evidence of 
loss of employment.—Counsgt, Morton Smith ; W.B. Campbell. Soxicrrors, 
W. Holloway ; Duerdin Dutton. 


{Reported by C. G, Witpranam, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


Re A SOLICITOR, Ex parte INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY—Q. B. Div., 
13th January. 


In this c@se the complainant alleged that the solicitor was, in April, 
1893, employed by her to recover a sum of £12 6s. 8d. due to her ona 
Pp note, that he undertook to do so for the sum of 103., and 
that, ha within a week obtained the money, he, notwithstanding 
numerous applications from her, retained the money for his own use until 
June, 1893, and between that date and February, 1894, paid her sums 
amounting to £3 16s.; and eventually, after she had made an application 
to a magistrate for assistance, and in consequence thereof, paid her 
further sums, retaining £4 103, as his costs. The Statutory Com- 
mittee of the Incorporated Law Society came to the conclusion that the 
solicitor, having recovered the money, retained the greater part of it with- 
out the com t’s consent, and notwithstanding her repeated applica- 
tions for payment, and only paid over the admitted balance after he was 
aware that the complainant had made application to a magistrate for 
assistance, and they therefore found that the solicitor had been guilty of 

misconduct. 

Wu1s, J.—This is a case which, as I have already pointed out, is one 
that belongs to a very difficult and a very important class, and it is one of 
which the importance is notin the least measured by the triviality of the 
sums dealt with, because, unfortunately, one’s experience in matters of 
this kind shews one that there is a great deal of conduct on the part of 
solicitors who are very poorly off which lies upon the borderland between 
impecuniosity and dishonesty, and I am sure I should regret it beyond 
measure if any words of minc should discourage the honourable and well- 
meant attempts of the Incorporated Law Society and their committee in 
ir jurisdiction to deal sternly with cases in which that 

line to trace between mere impecuniosity and 
has been overs - But I think one is on very 
ground in saying ,» that the Act of Parliament 
having now made the committee of the Incorporated Law Society 
preliminary tribunal, although we are in no sense bound by 
their finding in a matter of this kind, we can scarcely be expected to go 
in extreme cases—in ordinary cases, we can hardly be 
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xcept 
to go beyond what they have thought it right to find against the 
solicitor. Now, it is clear that they have found here professional mis- 
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conduct. But then the question is whether the statement of facts with 
which their ing is connected affords any evidence, or any reasonable, 
tangible evidence, of anything beyond an unexplained and a long delay in 
paying over £4—because that is what it comes to. But the question is 
whether, although they have found professional misconduct, they have, 
dealing with the very fact upon which professional misconduct, or mere 
failure to discharge a civil liability, depends, forborne to find that which 
would be necessary in order to e out a case of misconduct? It seems 
to me they have. If they had said, ‘“‘ We believe this gentleman meant to 
ig this money into his pocket, and that, but for the threat of exposure, 

never would have = it over,”’ that would have been one thing. 
There would still have been the question whether that was justified by the 
evidence; but that would have been one thing, and that would have 
established a case of misconduct, All that they find is that he only paid 
over the balance after he was aware that the complainant had made com- 
plaint to a magistrate. Of course, post hoc may be propter hoc ; but it isa 
very important step from post hoc to propter hoc; and, if the committee do 
not find it, I do not think upon a statement of facts like this, without 
having had the witnesses before us, we ought to go beyond what the 
committee have found. I have already pointed out that the evidence 
of anything like dishonesty in the matter, apart from the mere fact that 
the money was not paid until after the application had been made to the 
magistrate, is so slender as to be non-existent; because all that is said is 
in the 11th paragraph, which is that the complainant frequently called 
upon the respondent, but could not get money from him, which is simply 
saying that he did not pay. There is abundance of authority to shew that 
that, in itself, is not professional misconduct. Under these circumstances 
it seems to me quite impossible that we can apply the disciplinary juris- 
diction of this court to this gentleman. The application, I think, must 
be dismissed ; but I also think it may be perfectly bond fide, he has unfor- 
tunately exposed himself to this, which may be a very damaging pro- 
ceeding ; because the result is that, there being this admitted balance of 
£4 7s. due to this poor woman in May, 1893, and nothing having taken 
place since that time to alter the state of the account, she did not get it 
until May, 1894. Iam not, therefore, surprised at her patience having 
been exhausted, and at her having supposed she had reason to complain of 
him in a manner which, in our judgment, is not established. It seems to 
me, therefore, that this application must be dismissed, but dismissed 
without costs. 

Wnuiocnut, J.—I am of the same opinion. I only wish to add that I 
think the Incorporated Law Society were quite justified in making a 
report to this court without in any way expressing any opinion whether, 
in point of fact, the solicitor had done anything wrong or not.—CounsgL, 
Hollams ; Oswald, Q.C. 

{From the shorthand notes.) 


SOLICITORS ORDERED TO BE STRUCK OFF THE ROLLS. 


Jan. 11.—Ronrert Ivor Parry (Pwilheli, Carnarvonshire). 
Jan. 14.—Srantey Garner (Liverpool). 








RHYMING WILLS. 


A corRRESPONDENT favours us with the following instances of rhyming 
wills :— 

In ‘‘ Legal Facetiae,’”? by John Willock, is a rhyming will, said to have 
been proved in the Prerogative Court of Canterbury, as follows : 

** The fyfth day of May, 
Being airy and gay, 
And to hyp not mclined, 
But of vigorous mind, 
And my body in health, 
I'll dispose of my wealth, 
And all I’m to !eave, 
On this side the grave, 
To someone or other, 
And, I think to my brother, 
Because I foresaw 
That my brethren -in-law, 
If I did not take care, 
Would come in for a share, 
Which I nowise intended, 
Till their manners are mended, 
And of that, God knows, there’s no sign ; 
I do therefore enjoin, 
And do strictly command, 
Of which witness my hand, 
That nought I have got 
Be brought into hotch-pot ; 
But I give and devise, 
As much as in me lies, 
To the son of my mother, 
To have and to hold, 
All my silver and gold, 
As the affectionate pledges 
Of his brother, Jouw Hepers.”’ 

In ‘' The Vicissitudes of Families,’’ by Sir Bernard Burke, vol. 2, p. 
388, we find ‘the first codicil to the will of Nathaniel Lloyd, of 
Twickenham, in the county of Middlesex, Esq. : 

‘* My good executors fulfil, 
I pray ye, fairly, my last will, 
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With first and second codicil : 
And first I give to dear Lord Hinton, 
At Twyford School, not at Winton, 
One hundred guineas for a ring, 
Or some such memorandum thing ; 
And truly much I should have blundered 
Had I not given another hundred 
To Vere, Earl Poulett’s second son, 
Who dearly loves a little fun.’’ 
And proceeds in similar doggerel to give other legacies. 
This rh ming document was proved with second codicil, 11th April, 
1774, by the oaths of the Right Honourable Vere, Earl Poulett, formerly 
the Honourable Vere Poulett, and James Henckell, Esq., the executors. 








LAW SOCIETIES, 


THE BERKS, BUCKS, AND OXFORDSHIRE INCORPORATED 
LAW SOCIETY. 


A special general meeting of the above society was held at Reading on 
Seturday, the 5th inst., when (amongst others) the following resolutions 
were ed :— 

1. That the prize of this society for the year 1894 be awarded to Mr. 
Frank Fraser Haddock, articled to Messrs. Clarke & Son, of High 
Wycombe. 

2. That this society protests against the recent appointment of a 
barrister as solicitor to the Board of Inland Revenue, and of another 
barrister as assistant solicitor to the Treasury, and urges the profession to 
take steps to prevent any future appointment of members of the bar to fill 
the office of solicitor or assistant solicitor in any of the public depart- 


ments. 

3. That this meeting, having considered the question of the conveyancing 
power of a married woman when a trustee, is strongly of opinion that it is 
desirable that any doubt as to whether such married woman can pass her 
legal estate or interest in land without the concurrence of her husband and 
by deed acknowledged should be decided, and that the Incorporated Law 
Society (U. K.) be uested, whenever an opportunity occurs, to obtain 
an enactment that such married woman trustee may convey as though she 
were a fcme sole, or to support a test case. 

4, That this meeting recommends the Council of the In rated Law 
Society (U. K.) to use its best endeavours to secure tke consolidation and 
amendment of the Acts dealing with the death duties, and to make pro- 
virion for the allowance of a scale of charges commensurate with the 
importance and amount of the extra work thrown upon solicitors. 

5. That this eociety, having considered the Inland Revenue circular of 
the 17th of September last, as to the Stamp Acts, earnestly request the 
Tncorporated Law Scciety (U. K.) to take wk pag y: measure to get 
the law relating to the stamping of deeds, refe: to in the circular, put 
upon a firm and fair basis, and that the stamps on all transactions prior to 
the 17th of September, 1894 (the date of the circular), be deemed to be 
sufficient and correct. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 


The following are the results of the Hilary Honour Examination held in 
December last :— 

The studentship was not awarded. 

No certificates of honour were awarded. 

Pass certificates were awarded to:—H. F. F. Greenland, L. F. 8. Hore, 
and H. A. Josephs, Lincoln’s-inn; J. H. Lindsay, Inner Temple; and 
0. J. M’Leod, Middle Temple. 

The following pass certificates were also awarded :— 

Lincoin’s-1nn.—Maneckji Pestonji Asavaid, Edgar Bonham-Carter, 
Herbert Broadbent, Harold Burrows, Frank Carr, Jyotsnanath Ghosal, 
Gilbert Edmund Augustine Grindle, Arthur Harry Claude Hamilton, 
John Leigh Smeathman Hatton, William Goodenough Hayter, Abedeali 
Mahomedali Kajiji, Gerald Olare Maberly, Francis Henry le, George 
be Meade-King, Michael Linning Henry Melville, Thomas Carr Morton, 

lip Edward Percival, George Henry Pinckard, David Donaldeon 
Robertson, Buvamia Abamia Shaikh, Cyril Slater, Basil Murray Smith, 
Frederick Augustus Alfred Smith, James Irvine Stirling, George Ernest 
Timing, Richard Augustus Vaux, Arthur John Walker, Roger Eustace 
Wilbraham, and Herbert Edwin Wright. 

Inner Tempie.—Stair Carnegie Agnew, Edward Thompson Allen, 
Walter Macarthur Allen, Zaffur Bahadoor, Algernon Prest Bird Barker, 
Arthur Middlemore Bartleet, Meyrick John Legge Beebee, Albermarle 
Osmond Bertie, Charles Hesketh Bibby, Arthur Holland Bigg, Stanley 
Price Morgan Bligh, Selwyn John Curwen Brinton, Harry Weston 
Carlton, Cautley Holmes Cautley, Ernest Bruce Charles, Pramathanath 
Chaudhuri, Arthur Olutton-Brock, Alfred Henry Cohen, Brenton Robie 
Collins, William Henry Davison, Frederick Thorold Dickson, Thomas 
Dixon, John Vipond Edmonds, Godfrey Acheson Thornhagh Foljambe, 
Alexander Edmund Frazer, Murlie Manohar Singh Gour, emyss 
Grant-Wilson, Walford Davis Green, James B Gribble, Jobn 
Harvey, John Donaldson Harward, Edward eau Keays, James Little, 
Howard Wilmott Liversidge, Edward Harold Longson, Ewen Macpherson, 
William M‘Callin, Charles Albert M’Curdy, Edward Alexander 


M’Curdy, James Gilbert Shaw Mellor, John Charles Miles, H 
Seymour Moss-Blundell, Horace William Newland, — 
Richard ur Surtees 


Nicol, Albert Sanvil Oppé, William Cecil Owen, 
Rathbone, ae > Edmund Roberts, Hon. John 
Gerald Bradley Rooke, Horace Jobn Rowlands, Albert 
George Scott, Claude Eustace Shebbeare, Mohamed Sidaiqne Hon. 
George Arthur Sinclair, Herbert Kortright M’Donnell Francis 
Staunton Wilmot Sitwell, Arthur Edmund , Thomas 
Spyers, Basil Home Thomson, Charles Thornton, Robert Cal 
yan, William Arthur Warwick, Graham Wilkin, William Outhwaite 
Willis, Clement Joseph Young. 
Mippize Tsmp_s.—Berthold Adler, Syed Sherfaddin Ahmad, Sheikh 
tkinson, Frederick A 


Betton, “Malraj 8uj harem Chaw-Hla, Joseph 
» Mulraj Sa we osep! 
: ji, Diwan Bishan Dass, Ram Saran 


Connolly, Piroze Kershag 

Dass, Ramon De Madariaga, Percival Cecil Richard Dillon, Constantine 
José Dos Santos com Duclos, Cecil John D Sidney 
Reginald Dyer, Hugh Norman dong James Hunter Gray, Bred Sirajul 
Hassan, Halford Wotton Hewitt, Kyaw-Oo, Rustomjee Mehta, 
Maneckjee Rustomjee Mehta, Frank Owen O’N Charles Alphonse 
Robert Pitot, Prabh-Dial, Atul Prasad Sen, Lal Sham, Gopal Singh, Sirdar 
Man Singh, Percy Julian — iliam Henry Stoker, 
Narbheram Thakor, Walter Moung Thin, William Andrew Timbrell, 
Harold Pilkin Turner, Thomas Waite, Robert Townsend Warner, 
William Joseph Whittaker, and Leopold Daniel Woodin. 

Gray’s-1nn.—Leonard William Bangley, Harkisban Das Batra, William 
Scott Bigby, George Blaiklock, John Henry Butterworth, George Reginald 
Helmore, Shyamapado Roy, Joseph Marshall Thompson. 

The following passed in Roman law :— - 

Lrxcotn's-1nn.—Charles Edwin Dey Farnum, Hugh Gatehouse, John 
William Pennefather Gibson, Joseph William Mounteney Holmes, 
Charles Fraser Hornsby, Richard Mathias, John Herman Carlos Prior, 
Henry Herbert Riley-Smith, Tha-Zan, George Dunstan Timmis, Arthur 


Louis Todhunter, Keenwar Cheda Singh Varma, Allan C Bourne 
Webb, Archibald Alfred Willis, William Victor Grey Willoughby, Lee. 
Ah Yain. 


Inner Temrie.—Herbert Crawshay Bailey, Harry Barnston, Gerald 
Edwin Hamilton Barrett-Hamilton, Hubert Ernest Langton Bolton, 
Cecil Arthur Verner Bowra, John Alexander Bucknill, Hi Bull, Walter 
John Burt, Marston Frank Buszard, Francis Keighle bett, D'Arcy 
Mackinnon Dawes, Charles Roche Fi Floersheim 
Henry Ermest Fowler, Herman Barker Hahlo, Ernest Augustus Hitchens, 
Shivalinga Chanbasa) Marshall, 
Maurice Richard 
jee Minvalla, Haythorne Reed, Bruce L; » Ernest Malet 
Veughen Roderick, John Charles Sykes, Edward Aubrey Thomas, 
W: Owen Travis, William Edward Crosse Upcott, Harold Thomas 
Whitaker. 

Mippitz Temrie.—Harold Ezekia Brandon, Ilan René Lucien Clair, 
William Smith Jarratt, William ca ee as. Alfred Charles 
Larking, Henry Macdonald, John W: Paget —~ Joseph Henry 
Samuel Newton, Benjamin Alexander — Parrott, William Haldane 
Porter, Shway-Ban, Charles Edward Wolfe Stringer, Joseph Thornley, 
Frederick Joseph Waldo. 

Gray’s-1nn.—Henry Alexander Barton, Edward Austin Farleigh, 
Frederick Hinde, James Macredy. 

Examined, 111; passed, 63. 

LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


Law Srupents’ Desatixc Socrrry.—Jan. 8.—The subject for debate 
was: ‘‘ A. draws a bill and sends it to B. for acceptance. It is obvious on 
the face of the bill that other words and figures could be inserted yl 


Berryman jopened, 0. in 
Mr. A. Sinan apeeed, 90 A. Hair seconded, in the negative. The 
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to what, if any, changes may be required in the law affecting limited 
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Messrs. Bean, Burnett, & Eldridge announce for sale at the Mart 
the 30th inst. a: LS ee eee 2 A eee 
to £8,020, effected upon the life of Mr. May, late chief cashier of 
the Bank of England. 


At the Mart on Wednesday last Messrs. Fox & Bousfield sold 
stock in the Royal Exchange Assurance 


z 
. 
Ff 





Coles | from £325 to 





10s. per cent. 








Teen ee 


41 
‘5 } 
Mi? 
4 
t 
; 










it 
Bi 
4 
» mi 


. (Brookes & Richards), Colwyn Bay. Dec. 4. 








204 | THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Serjeant Puttin died on Tuesday, in his eighty-second year. He 
was called to the bar in 1843. In 1855 he was appointed senior commis- 
sioner in carrying into effect the Metropolis Management Act, and he was 
made a revising barrister in 1857. He was made a serjeant-at-law in 
1863. He was the author of ‘' A Treatise on the Laws, Customs, and 
Franchiees of the City of London,” published in 1842. He was a justice 
of the peace for Gloucestershire, and took great part in the administra- 
tion of local affairs when living at Newark Park in that county. He was 
aleo for mavy years managing trustee of the Stamford Mercury. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. James W. Cxank, barrister, has been appointed Counsel to the 
Attorney-General in Charity Matters, in succession to Mr. T. R. 
Warrington, Q.C. Mr. Clark was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 
May, 1879, and was formerly a Fellow of Trinity Hall, Cambridge. 

Mr. Aunan Cuavasse, solicitor, of 57, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, 
W.C., and Beckenham, Kent, has been appointed a Commissioner for 
Oaths. Mr. Chavaese was admitted in November, 1888. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 


Mr. Epwarp Lant Tynpatt, solicitor, of 95, Colmore-row, Birmingham, 
has arranged with his son, Mr.. F. H. Garpver Tynpatt, to join him in 
partnership, as from the Ist of Jauuary, 1895, and will continue the 
practice with him, under the firm of Tyndall & Co., at the above address. 


Disso.vutions. 
Artuvr Frepertck Brookes and Joun Water Ricuanrps, solicitors 
[ Gazette, Jan. 15, 
’ The partnership of Messrs. Stocken & Jupp, of 48, Lime-street, 
London, E.C , solicitors, has been dissolved by the death of Mr. Wit11am 
Srocxen, and Mr. Cuar.es Jurr has taken temporary offices on the second 
floor at the same address. 





INFORMATION WANTED. 


Curtis Witu1aM Srevenson, deceased.—To Solicitors and others.—Any 
perron having in his possession a Will of Curtis William Stevenson, late 
f Oakland:, Thornton Heath, Surrey, or possessing any knowledge or 
formation relating to any such will, is requested to communicate with 

. Redpath, Holdsworth, & Marshall, solicitors, 23, Bush-lane, 
non-street, E.C. 


GENERAL. 


Tt is announced that Mr. Justice Barnes has returned to town from 
Malvern very much improved in health. 


The St. James’s Gazette says that Sir Edgar MacCulloch, bailiff of the 
Royal Court and president of the States of Guernsey, now in his eighty- 
seventh year, has tendered his resignation to her Majesty, after nearly 
fifty-one years’ unbroken service in a judicial and administrative capacity. 
The appointment of a successor rests with the Crown, and the names of 
Mr. T. Godfrey Carey, her Majesty’s Procureur, and Mr. H. Giffard, Q.C., 
are mentioned. 


The Lord Chief Justice of England presided over a meeting of the 
judges of the Queen’s Bench Division on the 11th inst., at the Law 
Courts, when all the judges of the division were present except Mr. Jus- 

Lawrance, who was in attendance at the Central Criminal Court. The 
business discuseed related to the new Commercial Court scheme, the 
choosing of judges for the summer circuits, and other matters affecting 
the Queen’s Bench Division. 


The Lord Chancellor presided on Monday over a meeting of the Rule 
Committee, held in his private room at’ the Law Courts, when there were 
t, in addition, the Lord Chief Justice of England, the Master of 
Rolls (Lord Esher), Lord Justice A-~L. Smith, Mr. Justice Charles, 
Mr. Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., M.P., Mr. Finlay, Q.C., Mr. John Hunter 
(president of the Incorporated Law Society), and Mr. Rotton, Q.C. (legal 
adviser to the Local Government Board). Mr. Muir Mackenzie, Q.0., 
was also present in attendance on the Lord Chancellor. 


The gross value has been entered as £41,352 of the personal estate of 
Mr. Henry Charles Chilton, of Merrow Croft, Guildford, formerly of the 
firm of Chilton, Burton, Yeates, & Hart, solicitors, a director of the 
English and Scottish Law Association, the Law Fire Insurance Co., the 
Law Reversionary Interest Society, the London Guarantee and Accident Co., 
and other companies, and from 1844 to 1869 solicitor to the Hon. Society 
of the Inner Temple. Mr. Chilton bequeaths to King’s College Hospital, 
the Orphan Corporation, the Surrey County Hospital, the Metro- 
gre valencent Institution, the St. John’s Home, the Royal School 

the Daughters of Officers, and the United Law Clerks’ Society £50 
each, to the Solicitors’ Benevolent Institution £100, and to the Law 
— for the Benefit of the Widows and Families of Solicitors 


The Atheneum of last week, referring to the death of Mr. Joshua 
Butterworth, the well-known law publisher, says: ‘‘The business was 
founded about the end of the last century by Joseph Butterworth, the son 





of a Baptist minister at Coventry. To him succeeded his nephew Henry, 


who died in 1860, and whose son was the gentleman whose loss we have — 


now to deplore—a most amiable and upright man, who always looked like 
a family solicitor of high standing. Mr. Joshua Butterworth took a con. 
siderable interest in literary matters. He was one of the committee who 
purchased Shakespeare’s house in 1849; he belonged to the Guild of 
Literature founded by Dickens and Bulwer Lytton; and he had been for 
many years a Fellow of the Society of Antiquarics. He joined the 
Stationers’ Company in 1838, and was elected Master in July last. He 
owt to the company two stained-glass windows, one containing a 
ife-size figure of Shakespeare, and the other a scene from the career of 
Caxton ; and he put up a memorial to Samuel Richardson in St. Bride’s, 
Fleet-street.’ 


The Times says that at the meeting of the judges the other day it is 
understood that the new Commercial Court was, in effect, formed. Mr, 
Justice Mathew will be the judge of the court—a position for which, by 
general consent, he is admirably fitted. The court, in conformity with the 
usages of the earliest known commercial courts, will sit de die in diem. It 
will not be necessary to wait for the framing of rules before the judge 
begins to sit. For the present there are to be no newrules. The judge 
will make use of the large powers—some of them dormant—which already 
exist. At the outset the judge himself will a hear all epptions 
tions, and, in co doing, he will help to mould the practice of the new 
court. Should the business grow rapidly it will no doubt be necessary for 
him to delegate some of his duties to others. There will be no hard and 
fast definition of mercantile causes ; perhaps it is believed that people know 
a mercantile case when they see it without the aid of a definition. 


** Lincoln’s-inn,’’ writing to the Times says: It is rumoured that the 
companies business recently transferred to Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams 
in relief of the judges of the Chancery Division is to be attached to 
the court of Mr. Justice Romer, a judge who up till now has been sitting 
six days a week to try witness actions. A great cause of complaint against 
the conduct of business in the Chancery Division has always been the 
interruption of the trial of witness actions by the interposition of other 
business. Mr. Justice Romer’s court was to a great extent founded with 
the view to obviate so far as possible this inconvenience. It seems per- 
verse to introduce this system there by the transfer of companies business 
to him, instead of sending it back to those judges from whose courts it was 
taken. In any case, it seems hard that now, when, for the first time for 
many years, the Chancery Division has almost overtaken its business, this 
change should be made, which will inevitably cause the mischievous list 
of arrears tu grow again. If a judge were appcinted to whom the whole 
of the companies business and hankruptcy were transferred, all difficulty 
would be got-rid of and the business of the Chancery Division put on a 
permanently satisfactory footing, but I suppose this is past hoping for. 





COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 


Rota or Registrars 1x ATTENDANCE OF 





Date Appgas. Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
- No. 2, Curry, Norra. 
Monday, Jan. .........0000000+ 21 Mr. Jackson Mr. Lavie Mr. Rolt 
Tuesda 22 Clowes Carrington Farmer 
p ey Lavie _ 
owes Carrington ‘armer 
Jackson Lavie Rolt 
Clowes Carrington Farmer 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Srieuing. Kexewicn. Romer. 
Mr. Godfrey 
Leach 
Godfrey 
Leach 
Godfrey 
Leach 





HILARY SITTINGS, 1895. 


COURT OF APPEAL. App motns =, pte— ong 
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Final and interlocutory appeals from the _ new trial paper if re 
Queen’s Bench Division, the Probate, Tuesda 19 q 
Divoree, and Admiralty Division (Ad- ae hue New trial e 
miralty), and the Queen’s Bench Division Thursday 21 ew trial pape 
—- my Friday a Bkcy apps and new trial 
(App motns ex pte—orgh | = «0 per 
M an. Mrs from chase Saturday 93... New trial paper 
on., Mar. 4 on interlocutory mots and App motns 7 pte— 
trial if required mots — apps from 0 
Tuesday ..... 5 rab: > iat Monday......25 ( made on interlocutory mots 
| ae 6 | New tral paper and Q B final apps if re- 
Thursday ... 7 = a tial | Te ~ quired 
F cy a and new Rr 
Friday ....... 8} popae TP Wedaceday 27 { Q B final apps 
Saturday ... 9...New trial ursday ... 
y App ~ ot ay re po-ae Friday 29 Bkey apps and Q B fina 
mots — apps from ords | = = * """" ap 
Monday......11 { made oninterlocutory mots | Saturday ...30...@ B final apps 
and Q B final apps if re- App motns ex pte—o 
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Tuesday......12 Monday,Apr.1 { made on interlocutory mots 
BI Sroscehk 13 QB final apps and new trial paper if 
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Friday ...... ia Seat Wednesday 3 New trial paper 
Saturday ...16...Q B final apps Thursday ... 4) 
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Friday ...... pe 
rday ... 6...New trial paper 
_ (‘App motns ex pte—orgl 
mots — @ , = o ~ 
adhe 8 { made on interlocutory mots 
any | and Q B final appeals if 
required 


Tuesday 9) 

Wednesday 19 5 @ B final apps 
N.B.—Admiralty A: ls (with Assessors 
will be taken on days to be appoin 

by the court. 

Srecta Notice.—In consequence of the 
limited state of the Chan. Appeal List the 
above general arran; ent will be sub- 
ject to modification by the Judges, of 
which due notice will appear in the Daily 
Cause List. 


5 Bkey apps and new trial 


Aprrat Court, II. 


Final and interlocutory appeals from the 
Chancery, and Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Divisions (Probate and Di- 
yoree), and the County Palatine and 
Stannaries Courts. 


x ae - ; Chan final apps 


App motns ex pte—orgl 
( mots— from ords made 


Wed. .. 6( on interlocutory mots (sep 
{ list), and Chan final apps 
\ if required 
Thursd 7 } County Palatine apps and 
ursday -- ¢) Chan apps 
Friday ...... 8 ) 
turda 9 
a, 11 { Chan final apps 
Tuesday .....12 
‘App motns ex pte—orgl 
mots—apps from ords made 
Wed. ...w...13 { on interlocutory mots (sep 
list) and Chan final apps if 
required 
Thursday ...14 
Friday ......15 
Saturday ....16 ) Chan final apps 
Monday .....18 
Tuesday .....19 


App motns ex pte—orgl 
mots—apps from ords made 
on interlocutory mots (sep 
list) and Chan final apps 
if required 


Chan final apps 





‘App motns ex. pte—orgl 
mots —apps from ords made 
on interlocutory mots (sep 
list) and Chan fin 


al apps if 
required 


Thursday ..28 

Friday ..... 29 ) 

Saturday ...30 > Chan final apps 

Monday, Apr.1 j 

Tuesday ... 2 
App motns ex pte—orgl 
mots—apps from ords made 

Wednesday 3(on ahetivoutoty mots (sep 
list) and Chan final apps if 
County Pal d 

iat unty atine apps an 
Thursday eg: A 1 Chan final apps P 
turday .. 
oatey 7 Chan final apps 
Tuesday ..... 9 


orgl 
mots—apps from ords made 
Wednesday 10 { on interlocutory mots (sep 
{ist and Chan final apps if 
required 

N.B.—Lunacy Petitions (if any) are taken 
in Appeal Court II. on every Monday 

at Eleven until further notice. 


( mot motns ex pte 


EcIAL Notice.—In consequence of the 
limited state of the Chan. Appeal List the 
above general arrangement will be sub- 
ject to modification by the Judges, of 
which due notice will appear in the Daily 
Cause List. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Cuancery Count, I. 
Mr. Justice CHITTY. 
Mon., Mar. 4...8itting in chambers 


ay ... 5) 

Wednesday 6} Non wit list 

Thursday ... 7) 

Friday ...... 8 wd — non wit ne 
ets, sht caus, opposed pets, 

Saturday ... 94 procedure sums, and non 

wit list 

Monday......11 . Sitting in chambers 

Tuesday .... 12) 

Wed. .........13 | Non wit list 

Thursday ...14 


day ......16. Mots and non wit list - 
‘ets. t caus, procedure 
Saturday ve! get, opposed aoe, and 
( non wit list 





Monday......18...8itting in chambers 

Tuesday ...1 

Wednextay 20} Non wit let 
ursday ...21 

Friday ...... 22...Mots and non wit list 


Saturday ,..23 ure sums, and 
non wit list 
Monday ....25...8itting in chambers 
Tuesday .....26 
~ are 27 Non wit list 
Thursday ...28 
iday ......29...Mots and non wit list 


Pets, sht caus, procedure 
Saturday ...30) sums, pets, and 


Monday, Apr.1 Sitting i chambers 
onday, Apr.1...8i in 
Tuesday 


‘w wn 2 
.| Wednesday 8 | Nom wit ist 


Thursday ... 4 
Friday ...... 5...Mots and non wit list 
Pets, sht caus, opposed 
Saturday ... 6< pets, jure sums, and 
non wit list 
Monday .... 8...Sitting in chambers 


Tuesday ..... 9} Remaining mots and non 
WOE, svc cseved 10 § wit list 


N.B.—If the state of the non witness list 
should permit, the witness list will be 
taken on some days other than those 
above appointed, and due notice ee. 
When the witness list is bei en, 
further considerations will not taken 
on the oo 

Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard. Two copies of minutes of the 
proposed judgment or order must be left 
in court with the judge’s clerk one clear 
day before the cause is to be put in the 


rr. 
nib The following Papers on Further 
Consideration are required for the use of 
the Judge, viz. :—T'wo Copies of Minutes 


of the p Judgment or Order, 1 
Copy Pleadings, and 1 Copy Chief Clerk’s 
Certificate, which must left in Court 
with the Judge’s Clerk one clear day 
before the er Consideration is ready 
to come into the paper. 


Cuascery Covrt, Il. 
Mr. Justice NORTH. 


Mon., Mar. 4...8itting in chambers 
Tuesday ... 5 
Wednesday 6} General paper 
Thursday... 7 
Friday ...... 8 — and adj + . 
: | Sht caus, pets, fur cons. 
Saturday ... 9} adj pest ? 
Monday......11.. Sitting in chambers 
Wednesday 13 | General 
esday 13 eral paper 
Thursday ...14 ) 
Friday ...... ey yr and adj —— . 
| Sht caus, pets, fur cons, 
Saturday 6) naj . ’ . 
Monday..... 18...8itting in chambers 
19 


Wednesday 20 | General 
Thursday 7a rays 

Friday ...... 22...Mots and adj sums 
Saturday ...23 | Sht caus, pets, fur cons, & 


|j sums 
Monday ....25...8itting in chambers 
Tuesday ....26 
Wy cctsesesd 4 General paper 
y 5:0 ay and.adj .~ ‘ 
| Sht caus, pets, fur cons, 
Saturday 80) aaj posta 
Monday,Apr.1...Sitting in chambers 
Wedd jay 3} General 
y 3 ne: 
ursday ... 4 igh 


Th 

Friday ...... 5.. oe and adj — ‘ 
, | Sht caus, pets, fur cons. 

Saturday ... 6 (adj sums %, 4 

Monday...... 8.. Bitting in cham! 


Tuesday ..... ... Soe rer 
Wednesday 10...Mots and adj sums 


Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard. Two copies of minutes of the 
proposed judgment or order must be left 
in court with the judge's clerk the day 
before the cause is to be put in the paper. 


Lonp Cuaxcetior’s Court. 
Mn. Justice STIRLING. 


Mon., Mar. 4...Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday diene 5 


Wednesday 6 
Thursday ... 7 ) Witness acti ns 
Friday ...... 8 


Saturday ... 9 
Monday......11...8itting in chambers 
Tuesday .....12 

Wednesday 13 ; General paper 
Thurs. 4 


} Friday re 15...Mots, adj sums, and gen pa 





Saturday a ee adj sums, Friday ..... 6 Meta, ot ante, bom Da 


Sht caus, pets, 
Monday......18.. Sitting in chambers | Saturday 6 

Tuesday ...19) | Monday...... 8. in chambers 
Wednesday 20 ; General paper | ; 

Thursday ...21 

Friday ...... 22...Mots, adj sums and gen pa 
Saturday | eae SOE ee 
Monday......25...Sitting in chambers / 


Tuesday ...26 
Wednesday 27 >} General pxper 


H 
ate 
ei 
i 
c 


Thursda 8 Goukaneel — udgment or 

w os 

Friday Y "99... Mota, adj sums and gen pa in must be left the judge’s clerk 
turd | Sht caus, pets, adj sums, & | one clear day before the cause is to be 

ae "agra tee in chambers ee ; 

Tuesday... 2) , “3 | Witness actions may be taken on days 

Wednesday 3 ° General paper | other than those mentioned above; of 

Thursday ... 4) | these due notice will be given. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Hitary Srrrines, 1895. 
Crown Parsr. 
For Argument. 
(Concluded from p. 189.) 
Northumberland, Newcastle Oriddle v Scott & anr (W. Scott, clmt) 


nara b = be ne - 
Pembroke Evans v un magistrate’s case 
I e case 


Same Same v Mathias 

Same Same v Cawsey m "8 case 

Same Same v Davies ’s case 

Same SamevJohn magistrate’s case 

Same Same v Brown "8 case 

Same famc v Whittow magistrate’s case 

Middlesex, Bloomsbury Whiteaway, Laidlaw & Co v Godard county 
court pltfs’ app 


Lincolnshire, Bourne Sanderson & Co v Woodcock (Alenson, clmt) 
county court clmt’s app 
et Abergavenny Edwards v Price pltf's 
ap 
Yorkshire, N & E Riding The Queen v Mayor, &c of Middlesborough 
(expte Scott) Nisi for mandamus toa 
Surrey, Wandswo T are (orse De Haas & anr) county 
court deft Hilda De Haas app 
ean Pontypridd Noel, Bros & Cov Lewis county court 
eft’s app 
~r Marylebone Hawkins v TheGt Western Ry Co county court 
ts’ app 
Yorkshire, Wakefield Wakefield Union v Teece county court plts’ 


a 

Middlesex, Clerkenwell Walker v The Hydraulic Engineering Co county 
court dfts’ a 

Yorkshire, Leeds The General Assce Co v Worsley 


county court 


county court dft’s 


app 
Lane, Preston Clark & anr v Perkins (Watts, clmt) county court 
's’ app 
Middlesex, Shoreditch Biggs & anr v Dagnall counry court defendant’s 


app x 

Gloucestershire, Bristol Cossing v Gt Western Ry Co county court De- 
fendant’s appeal 

bo Leeds Peacock & Cov Nicholson county court Defendant's 
appe 

Glamorganshire, Neath Rees, Jones, & Co v Davies county court \ De- 
fendant’s apres! 

Sussex, Worth Victoria Dairy Co v West (Mills & anr clmts) county 
court Plaintiffs’ — 

Preston Singleton v Magistrate's case 

London The Queen v The London County Council & anr (ex pte Com- 
mercial Gas Co) nisi for cer ; 

Lancashire The Quesn v The bury Locdl Board (ex pte 
Goulding) nisi for us to . 

> oat Marylebone uter ¥ ors county court defts’ 
app 

Lancashire, St Helens The Mayor, &c, of St Helens v Walker county 

Ba. cde appl Tynan 
ndon mann Vv &anr county court deft Tynan’s appl 

Essex Bruff y Walton-on-the-Naze ingens Commrs Qurte Sess, 
12 & 13 Vict. c. 45 

Hampshire, Southampton Perkins vy Smith county court deft’s appl 

Lancashire, Ulverston Hodgson vy Neal county court pltf’s 

— Keighley Sutcliffe v Stephenson county court dchendant’s 
app ‘ 

Sussex The Queen v The Commissioners of Land Tax for Districts of 
Aldrington and Hangleton (ex parte Stevens) nisi_for mandamus to 
re-aseess discount ' 

Hantingdoushire, Huntingdon Gt Northern Ry Co v Palmer county 
court plt’s a 

Middlesex, Westminster Attenborough v Henschel county court - plt’s 


app 

Surrey, Wandsworth Cavey v Wandsworth Board of Works and anr 
county court plt’s app 

Surrey, yee Day v Day (Redgrave, clmt) county court claimant « 
appea 


// 


w 
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Lincolnshire, Great Grimsby North, Ellis, & Co v Bannister & Sons 
county court deft’s app 

Southampton The Queen v Field and ors Jj & Moore (ex parte White) 
nisi to state case 

Met Pol Dist The Queen v Biron, Esq., Met Pol Mag (ex parte Saunders) 
nisi for certiorari for orders and convictions 

Same The Queen v Mead, Esq, Met Pol Mag & ors (expte Gates) Nisi to 


state case 
Surrey, Guildford Wright v Hall County court plt’s app 
London Norris v Craig Mayor's Court plt’s app 
Somersetshire, Taunton ‘Trelease v Laity County court plt’s app 
Southampton Wallis & ors y Coryton Magistrate’s case 
Surrey, Wandsworth Halestrap vy Gregory County court plt’s app 


Revenve Paper. 
For Judgment. 
Watson (Surveyor of Taxes), applt and The Royal Insurance Co, respts 
(ca v Nov 29, 1894) 
For Hearing. 
Causes by English Information. 
Attorney Gen v The Verderers of the New Forest & ors part heard 
Attorney-Gen v Newcomen (since dec) and ors (to be heard on Jan 15, 
by order) 
Attorney-Gen v Burder & anr 
Petition. 
In re Duty on the Estate of the late Sir T. Gresham 
For Argument. 
Cases Stated as to Income Tax. 
The Alliance Assurance Co, applts, and Hue (Surveyor of Taxes), respt 


part heard 








Wakrninc To 1nTenvING House Purcuasers anv Lessres.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined by an Expert from The Sanitary Engineering Co. (Carter Bros.), 
65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee for a London house 2 guineas; 
country by arrangement. (Established 1875.)—[Apvr. ] 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 

Pixnixncer.—Jan. 15, at 5, Porchester Villas, Newbury, Berks, the wife of 8. V. 
Pinninger, solicitor, of a daughter. 

Saanxs.—Jan. 15, at 74, Weston-park, Crouch-end, the wife of James Shanks, barrister- 
at-law, of a son. 

MARRIAGE. 

Berxevey-Catcott—Kine.—Jan. 15, at Dormansland, George Lancelot Berkeley-Calcott, 
of 6, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, solicitor, to Sarah Anne (Annie) King, daughter 
of the late Thomas King, of Leighton Buzzard. 

DEATHS. 

Davis.—Jan. 15, at 32, Carlton-hill, Conrad John Davis, solicitor, aged 41. 

Easton.—Jan. 6, at Guernsey, William Easton, solicitor, of 162, Marine-parade, 
Brighton, aged 58. 





Oxtp anv Rane Fine Insurance Portcies, &c., wanted to complete a 
— by letter, to A. R. C., 76, Cheapside, London.— 
Apvt. 


WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Jan. 11. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lourep 1x CHANCERY. 


Borrow Co-orerative Commoxweattu Society, Limrren—Creditors are required, on or 
before Feb 13, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Mr Frederick Cooper, 12, Bowker’s row, Bolton. Balshaw, Bolton, solor for 

uidator 





GravesEeNp anv Noxrturieect Rerorm C.ivus, Limrrep (1x Liquipatiox) —Creditors are 
req , on or before Feb 23, to send their names and addresses and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Messrs John Walker, Robert Crofts, and Fiank Goldsmith, 
care of F. W. Martin, 36, New rd, Gravesend, solor for liquidators 

Huy @muackowners’ Mutvat Couiistox Civs, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or 
before Feb 23, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Mr Samuel Thomas White, Billingsgate, Hull, Locking & Holdich, Hull, 
solors for liquidator 

Jury & Co, Limrrev—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 18, to send their names 
and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Benjamin Jackson, 23, 
Fenchurch st. Rogers, 28, Fenchurch st, solor for liquidator 

Lexpox axp Contixentat Bayk anv Excuaye?, Linttep—Petn for winding up, pre- 
sented Jan 8, directed to be heard Jan 23. Angove & Bromwich, 14, Gt Winchester st, 
solors for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 
o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 22 

Smurn’s West Moor Lint Co, Linirzp—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 15, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Richard William Sisson, 13, Grey st, Newcastle upyn Tyne. Forster, Newcastle upon 
‘Tyne, solor for liquidator 

Tou Cares & Co, Lin:rxp—Creditors are required, on or before the 23rd day of Feb, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr 
Walter Scott, Cogan House, Bowlalley lane, Tull. Locking & Holdich, Hull, solor to 


the liquidator 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
Doxe-stazet Accipent Sick axp Burtat Soctery, Liverpool Jan 5 


London Gaxtte.—Turspay, Jan. 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lourep wm Caancerr. 
Ava Sysvicate, Linjtep—Creditors are required, on or before the 26th day of Feb, to 





send their names and addresses, and the 
Miall, 23, St Swithin’s lane Ponsford & 
liquidator 

Empire ov Inp1a Corporation, Limrrep.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 31, to 
send their names and addresses, and the i of their debts or claims, to William 
Barclay Peat, 3, Lothbury. Ashurst & Co, Throgmorton avenue, solors to liquidator 

Goip Mixine Synxpicate or West Ausrratia, Linvrep.—Petn for winding up, presented 
Jan 12, directed to be heard on Jan 23. Sutton & Co, 4, Gt Winchester st, solors for the 
petnrs. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o'clock in the 
afternoon of Jan 22 

McDowatv’s Poxcrure-Paoor Prevmatic Trae Co, Linrren.—Creditors are required, on 
or before Feb 21, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Charles Walter Grimwade, 32, Walbrook 

Mires & Co, Liurrep—Petn for winding up. presente1 Jan 10, directed to be heard on 
Wednesday, Jan 23. Steavenson & Couldwell, 93, Gracechurch st, solors for peters. 
5 = appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6o’clock in the a’ ‘terneon 
of Jan 

Rent anp Genera Cotiectine AnD Estate Management Society, Limrrep—Creditor 
are required, on or before Feb 14, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Mr Francis William Pixley, 58, Coleman st Miller & Op, 
Telegraph st, solors to liquidator 

R Surron & Co, Tanvee—ivtn for winding up, presented Jan 10, directed to be heard on 
Jan 23. Andrews & Fawcus, 18, Essex st, Strand, solors for the petners. Notice of 
pores must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

an 22 

Yankee Grew Sitver Mixes, Linrrep—Creaditors are required, on or before April 15, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Bedford 
MeNeill, 25a, Old Broad st Harries & Co, Coleman st, solors to liquidator 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Femave Faiznpty Ixstitvtioy, Bepworts, Bedworth, Warwick Jan 5 
ForeiGn Unrrep Brotuers’ Beyerit Socrery, 4, Gt Prescot st Jan 5 
— Opp Fetiows’ Society, J W Burningham, Market Hill, Saffron Walden, Essex 
an 5 


iculars of their debts or claims, to 
evenish, 42, Finsbury pavemnt, solors for = 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Faipay, Jan, 4. . 

Bestox, Lucy, Birmingham Jan 26 Bradley & Cuthbertson, Birmingham 
Berrs, Jouy, Rock, Worcester Feb 14 Colmore & Monckton, Birmingham 
Buss, Rev James, Sydenham, Clerk Feb4 Rundle & Hobrow, Basinghall st 
Busu, Mary Anve, Saint David’s, Pembroke Jan 31 Eaton & Co, Haverfordwest 
Carney, Tuomas, Waterloo, Lancs, Master Mariner Feb 5 Stephenson, Liverpool 
Carrot, Exizasetu, Rotherhithe Jan 31 De Mortimer-McIntosh, Chancery lane 
Coorrr, Many Awy, Brockhurst, Warwick Feb1 Cronin & Co, Southampton 
Crosstey, Henry, Scarborough Feb 4 Bedwell, Scarborough 
Dossoy, James, Preston, Gent Feb 15 WA & R Ascroft, Preston 
Dossoy, Lawrexce, Fulwood, Lancs, Gent Feb15 WA & R Ascroft, Preston 
Go.picurt, James Avaustus, Sevenoaks, Gent March1 Carnell & Sop, Sevenoaks — 
Goopman, Samus Rozert, Brighton FebS Rooke & Sons, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Greenwoop, Ayn, Lightcliffe Feb9 Storey & Willans, Halifax 
Greenwoop, James, Lightcliffe Feb 9 Storey & Willans, Halifax 
Grier, Davin, Aberdare, Builder Feb7 Thomas, Aberdare 
Harrison, Jouy, Sutton, Esq Feb7 Fairbrother, Leadenhall st 
Haycock, Tuomas, Wednesbury, Beerhouse Keeper Jan 31 Jones, Wednesbury 
Hurroy, Anne, Hereford Jan 31 Wallis, Hereford 
Hurrox, Oryuria, Southsea Feb15 AF & R W Tweedie, Lircoln’s inn fields 
Hvurroyx, Hexry Pais, Southsea, Major-General Feb 15 A F & R W Tweedie, Lincolu’s 


inn fields : 
Hyman, Gearrupe, Ardwick Jan17 Dixon & Linnell, Manchester 


Izop, Eutty, Redditch Feb 7 Browning 

Jacxsoy, Huan Freperick, Bedford sq, Solicitor Mar1 Young & Co, Essex st 

Jouxson, Eowarp, Exeter, Esq Jan 31 Rogers & Co, Westminster 

Lewis, Owen, Llangeinwen, Gent Feb1 Hugh Jones & Co, Carnarvon 

Luiorp, Morean, Carnarvon, Wine Merchant Feb1 Hugh Jones & Co, Carnarvon 

Lorrus-Orway, Wiii1aAM Jonny Masonpanks, Esq Feb23 Ellis & Ellis, Westminster 

Lucas, Wituam James, Witham Feb16 Howe, Leadenhall st 

Mason, Marcarer Jane, Chichester, Widow Feb10 Bartlett & Blaker, Chichester 

Masox, Rictarp Denton, Ipswich, Esqg March 25 Jackaman & Sons, Ipswich 

Marsuauy, Joun Tuomas, Theobald’s rd Feb1 Marshall & Pridham, Theobald’s rd 

Met.euses, Frevericx, Godalming, Estate Agent Jan 31 Honey & Mellersh, Foster lane 

Norsury, Jou, Bolton, Law Stationer Feb 6 Russell, Bolton 

Ramuspenx, Mary Ayy, Southport Jan 31 Jones, Halifax 

Ravvorp, Joun, Edgbaston Feb1 Cottrell & Son, Birmingham 

Scnayk, Avice Manta, South Kensington Feb1 Norton & Co, Old Broal st 

Sreruen, James, Lincoln, Judge Jan 31 Tweed & Co, Lincoln 

Sweyy, Mania, Lincoln’ Feb 14 Greenop & Sons, Gracechurch st 

Tayior, Tuomas Atpert Oaxes, Leeds Ironmaster Feb 28 North & Sons, Leeds 

Tuomas, Grant Evcockx, Upper Gloucester pl Feb7 Faithfull & Owen, Westminster 

Tunss, Georce Lepeer, Finchley, Bank Clerk Jan 28 Hubbard & Co, Cannon si 

Twetts, Joun, Walcott, Lincoln, Farmer Jan 31 Jessop & Co, Sleaford 

Water, Georce, Mottram St Andrew Jaa 31 Mair & Blunt, Macclesfield 

Wate, Rosexr Frouxes, Little Shelford, Esq Feb 28 Eaden & Spearing, Caabridge 

Wurresreap, Henry, Sevenoaks, Farmer March1 Carnell & Son, Sevenoaks 
London Gazette.—Tunspayr, Jan. 8. 


Apamsox, Cuartes Muagay, Newcastle upon Tyne, Esq Jan 24 
castle upon Tyne 
Atiex, Witi1am Curisrorner, Willington, Surgeon Feb 8 Ornsby & Cadle, Durham 


sums, Tuomds Henry Exvtam, Huddersfield, Innkeeper Feb16 Piercy, Huddem : 


Mather & Co, Newe 


e. 
Bawey, Eviza, Abergavenny, Hotel Keeper Hudgens, Abergavenny mo i 
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Batces, Josurnu, Shipley, Wood Turner Feb Morgan & Morgan, Bradford Canao.t, Buizasetn, Rotherhithe Jan 81 De Mortimer McIntosh, Chancery lane 
Curp, ee Sanaa Weteadine Feb9 Norman & Co, New court Canter, Wiut1am, Sowerby Bridge, Grocer Feb13 Rhodes & Evans, Halifax 
Curmon, Saran, Winnington Jan 26 Trafford & Cook, Northwich Crswon, Writ1am, Gt Russell st, Jobmaster Feb 25 Leggatt & Co, Gray's nn 
Couuyxs, Wri1aM, Macclesfield, Surgeon Feb1 Barclay & Taylor, Macclesfield Couttruanp, Axx Exizasern, Gateshead Feb 28 Arnott & Oo, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Dawson, Hexry, St John’s Wood rd, Esq March1 Bell, Covent Garden Caossuey, Joux, Belper, Corn Merchant May 31 Wheatcroft 


Droxixsow, Saran, Shotley Bridge Jan 31 Clayton & Gibson, Newcastle upon Tyne Cuaue, Taomas, Radeliff, Licensed Victualler Mar7 Crosse & Sons, Lancaster pl 
Dossrz, Witt1am, Spennymoor Feb 8 Ornsby & Cadle, Durham 

Feanyiey, Tuomas, Leigh, Silk Weaver Feb 4 Marsh & Co, Leigh 

Fowxs, Witi1am Vitirers, Braintree, Eeq Marl Merriman & Co, Austin Friars 


Faaxcis, James, Pimlico Feb8 McDonnell, Westminster 


Hexpensox, Jonx, Arlington st, Esq Feb8 Gamlen & Burdett, Gray’s inn 9q Favuicowsr, Taomas, Watford Mareh1 Collisson & Prichard, Bedford row 
Kev.v, James Eowanp, Manchester, Licensed Victualler Feb6 Orrell, Manchester Fow.er, Taomas, Leeds, Coachman March 18 Wilkinson & Garland, Leeds 
Lauper, Cuanues, Wandsworth Feb4 J King, 105, Wakehurst rd, Wandsworth Com- | Francis, Gzonos Coxe, Holderness, Farmer March 9 England & Co, Hull 
LoorixaT07, Jauns pBatavwe, Gresham st, Commission Agent Feb15 Mander & Wat- 


Wievostes, Many, Camden Town March4 Thompson & Groom, Gray’s inn Hastie, James, Mill Hill March 1 Peters & Bolton, Basinghall st 
Mowyeerny, Lavra Duxx Grsson, Shepherds Bush March1 Emmet & Co, Blooms-| yiypis, Estuen, Bradford Feb9 Stamford & Metcalfe, Bradford 


Mawr en tir Caancus Tuomas, Montague pl Heb 9 Maples & Co, Frederick's pl Hopesox, Wiiutam, Dewsbury, Timber Merchant March 1 Hirst, Dewsbury 
O’Barex, JauzsTHomas, Sewerby, Major April17 Harland & Son, Bridlington Hotrorp, Jacos, Bradford, Grocer Feb 9 oon & sparen Seeiat od 
Ourver, Antoun Matierr Hostys, Crayford Feb6 Munday & Clarke, College hill Jackson, Cunistiaxa, Brighton Feb 16 t+ ay Duncan, 's 
Park, Exizasers, Westfield Garstang Feb6 Butler, Broughton in Furness Lams, Faaxons, Staverton Feb 14 Willoughby, Daventry 


Parcuert, Hawnan, Manchester Feb5 Orrell, Manchester 


Pouuirt, James, Glossop, Gent Feb 28 Davis, Glossop 


Sawyer, Georcr, Fulham, Bootmaker Jan 22 Rymer, Rochester row Matoney, msm aes Revise aar Eastcheap 
Srevensoy, Mowracu Cuaries Tayior, South Kensington, Gent Febi Norton & Co, Mepcaus, Wittiau, Staff Alfred Thomas, Llandovery 


Taomrsox, Riviex, West Brighton Febi4 Allen & Son, Scho 
Tunyer, Poass, Cockermouth Jan 20 Benson, Cockermouth 


Watrer, Joun, Bearwood, Esq Feb 16 Soames & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields P Ww u, St Wi is, F Feb 21 Burt, R 
Youne, Ex1zasetu, Gloucester sq Feb2 Hunters & Haynes, New sq 


London Gasette.—Fuipax, Jan. 11. Rostnson, Jane, Clifton, Westmrid March i4 Arnison, Penrith 
Agpacs, E.1zaseta Sratox, Northam Feb8 Booty & Bayliffe, Raymond bldgs Sxivriiu, Exrza Caraeatxe, Christchurch Feb 22 Dommett, Gresham st 
Bexnocu, Marearet, Hampstead Feb 28 Stone & Co, Bath Surrn, Sanan Ayn, Lyndon Feb22 Fowler, Uppingham 
Baenon, Joun, Brough, Grocer Feb 28 Bleaymire & Shepherd, Appleby Sowszasy, Jaws, Sunderland Febi4 Steel & Co, Sunderland 
Bsoox, James, Blackpool, Innkeeper Feb1 Turner & Sons, Preston Sranxey, Jounx, Master Mariner Feb20 Pennington & Higson, Liverpool 


Baoox, Mantua, Blackpool Febi1 Turner & Sons, Preston 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES, 
London Gasette.—Fauipay, Jan. 11. 
RECEIVING ORDERS, 

Barxer, Diesy Hitpyarp, Lichfield, Captain Walsall 
Pet Dec 11 Ord Jani 

Berrs, Gzonez Sammon, Rochester, Carman Rochester 
Pet Jan9 Ord Jan9 

Bivenam, Catuzrixg, Southampton st, Spinster High 
Court Pet Nov27 Ord Jan8 

Bowss, Epwarp, Darlington, Grocer Stockton on Tees 
Pet Jan8 Ord Jan8 

Brows, James Finxzy, Highgate, Tailor High Court Pet 
Jan7 Ord Jan 


»_ Leadenhall 
Salesman Higaeat Pet Dec 17 Ord Jani 
Bucky, Jouy, s Cross rd, Outfitter High Court 
Pet Dec17 Ord Jan7 
Cane, Jonw Wirt: ~— Park, Builder High Court 
Pet Oct 17_ Ord Jan 8 
vat hy Henry, Parkstone, Tranter Poole Pet Jan5 Ord 


Ronee Win, pee, Salop, Farmer Shrews- 

Pet Jan8 ‘Ord 

Fisx, Joux 2 Soe. Framlingham, Coal Merchant Ips- 
wich aby? Ord Jan 5 

Hancrsaves, Samun., Middlesborough, Innkeeper Stock- 
tonon Tees Pet Jan5 Ord Jan5 

Ivoz, —, Maidenhead, Hall Proprietor Windsor 

Pet Nov 27 Ord Jan 5 

Jouxsox, Henny, Millom, Quarry Proprietor Whitehaven 
Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 9 

“9 Rosert, Acton Brentford Pet Dec 20 Ord 
‘an 

Nosiz, Warren Gitetr, Smeeth, Farmer Canterbury 
Pet Jan? Ord Jan 9 


aby James Cuarizs, Gloucester, Plumber 
Gloucester Pet Jan7 Ord Jan7 

Parx, Jonx, Downholme, Yorks, Farmer Northallerton 
Pet Jan7 Ord Jan7 

Buagee duaesoss, Leeds Cork Cutter Leeds Pet Jan 6 

an 5 

Pracock, Joux Dixow, Leeds, Cork Maker Leeds Pet 

Jan5 Ord Jan 5 


Pzanson, Joszru, Kirton, Lincs, Labourer Boston Pet 
Jans Ord Jan8 
5 Witu1am, Forest Gate, Pawnbroker High Court 
et Dec 14 Ord Jan 9 


Ma Sees Epwix, Lianelly, Painter Carmarthen 

Re i i... Aberkentg, Glam, Grocer Cardiff 
es, Joun Henry, 
Pet Jan7 Ord Jan 

Reyyoups, re Lowestoft, Smackowner Gt Yarmouth 
Pet Jan 8 Ord Jan8 


Syuns, a. Joan Combe St Nicholas, Mason 
Taunton Pet 


, Jang Ord Jan 8 
Pet Jan7 ‘Ord Jan? ” 


Uxpgrwoop, Row.axp Se Aldershot, Confectioner 
Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 9 

Wass. ym Hurstbourne Tarrant, Saddler Salisbury 
Pet Jan 8 OrdJans 


























































Dunwor, Haxwan, Bishop Auckland March 9 Badcock, Bishop Auckland : 
Earxsuaw, Bexsautx, Huddersfield, Innkeeper March 1 Bottomley, Huddersfield 4 
Exuey, Witt1am Lawostarre, Formby, Bookkeeper Jan 31 Hosking, Liverpool "4 


Fraenon, Gannett, Brixton rd, Gent March 1 Bellord, Cheapside 
Gaus, Groner, Bath, Builder Feb12 Barrett, Slough 


Leovarp, Katruarins, Woodford Green Feb 16 Fitch & Co, Bishopsgate 
Lioyp, Tuomas, Lianfyllin, Carpenter Feb 7 Pughe, Lianfyllin 


Metversa, Fazpsarice, Godalming, Banker Jan 3i Honey & Mellersh, Foster lane 
Morrat, Joux, Hotel Keeper Feb 28 Bileaymire & Shepherd, Penrith 
Nxspon, Jemma Mantua, Whetstone Feb 28 Synnot, Manningtree 


Parcs, Jou, Cheltenham, Builder Jan 31 Ley & Co, Cheltenham 





Woop, Jouy, Halifax Febi3 Rhodes & Evans, Halifax 








The f Sepentet petten fe exteatiated Ser Gt Haazpy, Rossrat Hexar, Littleborough Jan 18 at 11.30 
oe se Haneorzaves, Josspu Joux, Liverpool, Watch Manufac- 
Horcursow, poage 8 ‘orks, Vi Sur- 
cuss Par Seale Fo Veriar | tarer Jan $9 93 at 3 Of Reo, 35, Victoria st, Liver- 
The fallo amended notice is substituted for that Hazr, Journ, Sisko Newingwa, Taller Jan 22 at 12 
lished in the London Gazette of the 1st Jan. :— Bagkruptcy 
Maruew, Heyny Loxs, Norton, Suffolk, Builder Bury St | | awnes, Josara, Jan % at 10 Court 
— oe were Howoine, Agraus West Bromwich, Baker Jan 
The following amended notice i enhetietel ter tat pub | —, Court, West Bromwich 
lished in the London Gazette of Jan. deg Bo gt og 
ee Gael Jossrn Joun, we = Manufac- 3 Reo, 65, High st, ot Mey ya 
Pet i a Jan 22 at 11.90 Of 
ain pata eee o| Sat 
Acxroyp, Josera Ricuanp, 
: Jonns, Joszra, Old ¥-— ya 
mover Jan 21 at 2.50 Ogden's *Oaden'e chmbes, Bridge st, oe 


Barwes, Howanv Guones, Pulham, Grocer Jan 18 at 12 —_ = ‘Henexsr, Builder Jan 19 at 2.30 2, Offa st, 
Bourox, Jase Wictians, Rakeley, Base, Suen See Lax, enwoos Leeds, Flock Manufacturer Jan 18 at 11 


12.30 Shirehall, Reo, 22, Park row, Leeds 
O.tpmeapow, James Cnapues, Speier: Plumber Jan 
Brooks, vey oe Leadenhall Market, woultey ME RR a ae 
Bacoumean, eae dom unter Lyne, farmn Jau ‘orks, Farmer Jan 21 at 11.30 
ng rm ay eee ee Caledonian rd, Boot Dealer Jan 


Brows. Jans Bi Fivyey, Fenoien Tailor Jan 
Cave, Henry Parkuvone, Taster = 19 at 12.90 Of | Busy 2a tee ee 2, Solicitor Jan 21 at 


bldgs, 
arson, J en Sioned Vie 
Onan, coms, | » Gasser Jen 98 at 9.6 County | Swamees, 10m SS a i ate, Sie ‘Alexandra rd, 


. Swansea 
on, ling i8,Onborne a Gt Grimsby Off Haway Jauzs, Rochdale, Bootmaker Jan 18 at U 
000 Willaston Jan 18 at 12 Ry 





65, st, Merthyr Tydfil Fish Curer Jan 18 at 11 & 
Cooxs & Cowsy, st, Builders Jan 22at1 Bank- Woos’ i a! eae 


and Heysry Wis, Rugeley, at 3.30 
oad Wright & Westhead, St DJUDICATIONS 


7 algal aes Baxse, EBuza, Glinton, Widow Peterborough Pet Dec 


peal M2 Baska Teumnalist Jan 21 at Bowes, Dowie, Fangs, Gore Stockton on Tees Be 
a 4 


Fetitowes, Hewry Digs Oa nea st Jan 18 at 12 
Prova, 4 Avovere Aus a Grocer Jan 22 at 12 | CA®8¥: Row sme, Madititenssd, Oyeio Meuntactuser High 


Sr Abas, Dexo Soma Winttax, Sheed, Licensed Victualler 
Ganpeee, sony, Butcher Jan 18 at 12 G ‘Sheffield’ Pet Deo 11 





Eow. 
Ganactr, Ainrn, Bnetiwick, Provision Dealer Jan 23 at i ag my a Manufacturer 
ee oe Builder Jan | Faauen, Salop, Farmer 
a FB Jan at3 Of | Favieyen, Shrewsbury 
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gowns, Hovsy * — cpeme amma st High Court Pet 


F 
Nov 
Joun 2, Framlingham, Coal Merchant Ipswich 
Erne te Ord Jan 5 
Geanat, 


Wiis Grorcz, Hampton 
Surrey 
CT a Margate, Build 
an 
we... Joszrn Joux, Liverpool, Watch Manufac- 
tener Livepesl Pet Dec 13 ne & Jan 9 
Sern toes La ey Middlesborough, Innkeeper Stock- 


ton on Tees 56 Ord Jan5 
Hazr, Josern, Stoke Newington, Tailor High Court Pet 
Dec 15 Ord Jan 8 


a Ss ove, 5 Millom Quarry Proprietor Whitehaven 

Nose, _ they | nab Smeeth, Farmer Canterbury 
Pet Jan8 Ord Jan 9 

Otpmeapow, James waa“ _—— Plumber Glou- 
cester Pet Jan 7 

nay = Ampnosz, Leeds, Corkeutter Leeds Pet Jan5 


5 
Pera Near Dixon, Leeds, Cork Manufacturer Leeds 
Pet Jan 5 Jan 5 
ceo a Se, Labourer Boston Pet Jan 7 


Par ee pen. Lianelly, Painter Carmarthen 

PetJan7 Ord Ji 

Picxarp, Joun en iccaiin: Oulston, Yorks, Joiner 
York Pet Jan5 Ord Jan5 

Paice, Water Aurrep, Caledonian rd, Boot Dealer High 
Court PetJan4 Ord Jan5 

se ys Pay i jhe Re ong Grocer Cardiff Pet Jan 

Reywoups, Geonse, Lowestoft, Smackowner Great Yar- 
mouth PetJans8 Ord Jan8 

we ond a Sarees, Farmer Taunton Pet Dec 


BG, hogeee %. sq, Commission Agent High Court 
‘ov 

uum Joux, Glam, Mason Merthyr Tydfil 
BiaSer” eatery rn 
Wess, Hewny, Hurstbourne Tarrant, Saddler Salisbury 

Pet Jans Ord Jan8 
Witicox, Epwin Roserr, and Wititam Barrue., Law- 
rence lane, Manufacturers High Court 


Pet Jan 4 
Ord Jan 6 


The meee hos notice is substituted fe that pub- 
in the London Gazette, Jan 
Maruew, Henny Luxe, Norton, Suifolk Builder Bury 
St Edmunds Pet Dec 2 Ord Dec 


London Gasetie.—Tunsvar, Jan. 15. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Asuton, Atseet, B Letterpress Printer 
Jen il 1 Oras fan canton, Monumental Mason 
EORGE. 
Pet Janil Ord Jan 11 
Bovsriztp, Tuomas, Doncaster, Tailor Sheffield -Pet 
Jan10 Ord Jan 10 
Browne, Horace James, Temple, Barrister at Law High 
Court Pet Jan10 Ord Jan10 
ats Y —— Gt Parndon, Farmer Edmonton Pet 


Bon, ae ase Wi.asim, Derby Derby Pet Jan 
11 Ord Jan 11 


“as 


Bolton Pet 


ATrRez, 
Sou 





Evert, Gansee Joux, Norton Subcourse, Grocer Great 
Yarmouth PetJani2 Ord Jan 12 
Emery, Wii Lincoln, Fish Merchant Lincoln Pet 
Jan9 Ord Jan9 
soemae, Peckham RB; gaa yd Factor 
Court ‘an 10 Ord 
Gissox, 7 
Pet J 1 
Ginesr, Harry Txuoatey, Kensal Rise, Pork Butcher 
Court Pet Dec12 Ord Janil 
Graves, Tuomas Henry, Tenbury, Kidder- 
Pet Jani0 Ord Jan 10 
Gairrirss, Rosert, P , Farmer Portmadoc Pet 
Jani1 Ord Jan il 
Gaunwett, Joszen Yewpatt, Northowram, Farmer 
Halifax Pet Jan 12 So 12 
Hanrr — Pentonville rd High Court Pet Dec 20 
1 
Haxson, Tuomas 5 Mildmay park, Banker’s Clerk 
High Uourt Pet Jani Ord Jan 11 
Hazaw, Wiiu1m, Dowlais, Grocer Merthyr Tydfil Pet 
Rasmus Joee wg Northampton, Clerk 
LEY, Josern Barwarp, North- 
ampton Pet Jan 10 Ord Jan 10 
ag Jom we Ossett, China Dealer Dews- 
‘an an9 
eogee, Same Wriuian, ee, Coal Merchant Exeter 
Pet 29 Ord Jan 
Horruss, Daventox, Park pl High Court Pet Nov 19 
Jarvis, Danie, Jony, Oxford, Builder Oxford Pet Jan 
12 nag Jan 12 Pontypridd, Frai oe 
iterer typridd Pet 
Jan 16 "eaten 10 10 
trHews, Water Joux Warts, Bedford, Fruiterer 
Ma Wins < &. —~ Labourer 
TrHews, WILLI on Stock- 
en gg Jan 9 Ord Jan 9 , 9 
LOCK, RicHaRD, m, Baker King’s L; Pet 
Jan 10 Ord Jan 10 _ 
Artravur Josrrn, ae cay © npsmaed Furnisher 
N J li ho ‘Sookie, Clotbiee other Thninedl 
‘onnis, Jonw Lionet, e, Clothier Pet Jan 
10 Ord Jan 10 
Ore —) pees, Wheelwright Hereford Pet Jan 


an yy tl Leicester Pet 


' aa yg 
beth ” Pet Jan 10 Ord Jae 16 
Rrrsos, Isaac, Tallantire, Cumb, Farmer Cockermouth 
Pet Jan 10° Ord Jan 16 . 





Carp, Franyx, Tanbri 
2 8; 


Davis, 
at 


a ciem, Wivsan, 


z, Traveller Wandsworth 
Pet Nov 30 Ord Jan 10 
Somme, H, Clapham Wandsworth Pet Dec 20 Ord Jan 10 
Winchester 
‘ . Pet ~¥" 20 Ord 4 Pee 
miTH, Epwarp, Ne e, 
Newcastl Tyne Pet Jan 11 Ord Jan 11 
Srevens, Witiiam aor, Paignton, Chemist Plymouth 
Pet Jani0 Ord Jan 1 
Van Sravenen, Istpors, St Martin's Diamond Mer- 
chant h Court Pet Dec 27 “Ord ‘an 10 
Wars, Joun Roch- 
dale Pet Dec 27 Jan 1 
20 Jan 10 
Waicurt, Joszrn, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet Jan9 Ord 
Jan 9 
mtTs, Gsorce Sammon, Rochester, Carman Jan 28 at 
B Ss, tae d, Yorks, Innkeeper Jan 28 at 
n0w™, Joux, Richmon an 
Court house, No 
chmbrs, Ly 
Wells, Cab ¥- at 
, 86, Mount Pleasant, Tun. 
Jan 22 at 1 Young & 
Cuinps, Aa Bristol, Boot Dealer Jan 28 at 12.30 
of iy 
ILLIAM OHN, 
10.45 Lovewell Jor ake’ Son Seok py a 
ne en kk: 
Coal Merchzat Jan 22 
ff Ree, 36, Princes a, I 
Gipsoy, *tadas eator Moor, Jan 25 at 1 
sais 
bldgs, 
Hiytow, i, - mao Temes Dealer Jan 24 at 
ll a tame et row, Birming’ 
Howper, ‘ao CurrForD, are Jan 23 at 4.30 73, 
rd, Folkestone 


Ropgstsos, Lasii 
Scorr, W af ay Gt st, Stockbroker High 
Court 
e on 
TayLor, ——< idham, “Lance, Licensed Victualler Old- 
ham an5 Ord Ji 
RANCIS, oe 9 70 + an Oil Merchant 
Wanees, Soe t Leake, Potato Dealer Boston Pet Dec 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
rthall 
Buppex, Isaac Rexpatt, a Auctioneer Jan 22 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Gloucester 
Cc + ais St Leonard’ House 
HAPPLE, EDWIN STEWART, 
Ki hon Henk bldgs, 
Bank chm! Corn oe —— 
Feb 5 
11 Off Rec, Sh: 
Fun. Sy Goones, 
at 12 
———, Farmer Jan 22 at 12 
Hueuss, Joun Owex, fo ig an Grocer Jan22at12 Off 
Alexandra rd, 


, 31 
Jouxsox, H Hewry, Millom, Millom, Quarry suey Pouguister Jan 25 at 12.45 
Duke st, Whiteha 


eae Cuan.es Orrsr, Bell Oak, Chemist Jan 25 at 11 
28, Colmore row, 
Marrnews, Water Joun Warts, Leicester, Fruiterer 


Jan 22 at 12.30 Off Ree, 1 ; Te 
Bridge st, Manchester 
Smeeth, Farmer Feb 1 at 9.30 


me Wi.iam Henay, 


*s chmbrs, 
———- Wattee Giiuiert, Smeeth, 


Ree, 48, h st, 
Pgarson, WILLIAM, ~ ry Pawnbroker Jan 24 at 12 
Bankru; ldgs, Carey st 


ptcy 
Parcs, Georcz Hampron, Kevener, Licensed Victualler 
Jan 2at 12 Ont Ree, 4, Pavilion bidgs, ton 
Reywno.ips, Geores, westoft, Smackowner Feb 5 at 
10.15 Lovewell Blake, South Quay, Gt Yarmouth 
Sxuaw, Henry Lirosrie.p, Grocer Jan 2% 
at 23, Colmore row, Bi 
Sueaner, Hues, Gt George st ies 23at 11 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 


Sournzry, Rosert, North Kyme, Farmer Jan 2% at 12 
High st, 


48, Boston 
Symes, Feepertox Joun, Coombe St Nicholas, Builder 
Jan 2atil Off Rec, 5s, Hammet st, Taunton 


Taean, Gzorcs, Petworth, Upholsterer Jan 24 at 3.15 
King’s Head Hotel, Horsham : 
Tuomas, Fazpsricx Gzorat, Bootle, Builder Jan 25 at 3 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Li 
olverhampton, Licensed Victualler 


Tuckey, Asuzr, Wi 
Jan@atii Off nea ay 

Torres, Wittiam, Wi Corn Jan 23 at 
2.30 Melville Green, Chapel rd, Worthing 

Van Sraveney, Istpors, St Martin’s lane, Diamond Mer- 
chant Jan 24 at 12 Carey st 

Ventura Baoruess, ta. vision Jan 
80at1l1 Bankruptcy Carey st 

beter yw Hurstbourne Tarrant, Saddler Jan 22 at 8 

West, J BR, y Jan 2% at12 Bankruptey bldgs, 

Wuirraxsze, Samvet, Blackburn, Painter Jan 22 at 2.15 

County Court urt House, Blackburn 


Wusson Eowrs Rosgart, and we Bapeste Law- 
rence lane, Manufacturers Jan 24 at 11 Bankruptcy 


Carey st 
WiiaMs, Axniz Bazpes, St 
Jan 22 


at 12.30 Young @ Gon, Bank Bldgs 


. 
The following amended notices are substituted for those 
otines ts the Lomton Gaasite of Jan. 12 


CLARK eo en hrline Fanti Hie oh Jan 22 at 3.30 
Rec, Camb: 
"Foromouth, Baker Je Jan @at3 Off 
unetion, High st, Portsmouth 


SaunDERS, Louisa, 
Rec, Cambridge 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Asutox, Atpert, Bury, Letterpress Printer Bolton Pet 
Janil Ord Jan li 
Austin, Joun Gassior, Gt Tower st, Wine Merchant High 
Court Pet Dec 29 Ord Jan 12 


Banner, Evw. and Mary Exizassrs B. Mount- 
ford, Coal Coal Merchants Warwick Pet Jan’4 Ord 
Jan 





Dusgepvonn, Hacer, Bournemouth, Builder Poole Pet | 


Menez, Festetone, Seater Poole Pet Jan& 
‘an 


Coovem, Sapaee, Eectaligh, Cupester Stafford Pet 
Sam Witt Dupe pm 5 Hotel F 
- < LEY, a 


Dec 22 


Davencgs, Guenes 0, Pall Mall High Court Pet 
Eoet, Franz ase Witneitm, Derby Derby Pet 


ll Ord Ji 
Euvert, Socom , Norton Su! 
Yarmouth 


Emery, Witttam, 


Pet Jan 12 Ord Jan 12 
Fish Merchant 


Goop, Agraur Favtxwes and Mitiicert a oom 
Eastern st, Oil Merchants. High Court 


Ord Jan 10 


Gonz, Joszrs, Wa' N 
ae eH vertree, Nurseryman Liverpool _ 


G Tramcar 
“a sepa, Ope, Caton, Ord Jan i 


onurptan Boe 
Jan 10 Ord dan ii 
Gaunwe., 

a ants Ord Jan 


Co 


Josepn YWeEwpDAtt, a 


wsox, Tuomas Henry, Mildmay pk,Clerk High © 


"Pet ‘Jan 11 OrdJan ‘12 


Wim, Dowials, Grocer 
Jan7 Ord Jani 


Merthyr Tydfil 


Hanztiey, somes ee Northampton, Clerk Ne 


ae ay 
epworTs, Joun WILLIAM 

Pet Jang Ord Jan9 
Hoorgr, Jony Wit, 
Pet 28 Ord Jan 11 


Yorks, China D 
Coal Merchant 


J 


Keowee, Bs Faeperics, Strand HighCourt Pet Oct. 


Marruews, Waiter Joun Warts, 
Pet 1° Ord Jan ll 


Ma my W: 
— megan, Soneee 5 oy 5 oy Labourer & 


a, Ricwarp, 
Jan 10 Ord Jen 10 


Parpeavx, Anya. 
Jan 7 Ord Jan 11 il 
eine, be 
Scarborough 


Pet Jan 10 Ord Jan 10° 


King’s Lynn 


Ritzy, Samus. Wises "7 moe Solicitor 
Court Pet Dec Ord Jan ” 


Beegw et, Wraasan 
i M, Bolton, Hosier 
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ESTABLISHED 1689. 
| 0, CHANCERY LANE, 


Lm. - 
* 


Bolton Pet Noval 
ree... +, enn. Ge 
ham Pet Dec 21 ‘Ord Jan 





